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ANNOTATED AGENDA & MINUTES
July 28, 2020

8:30 A.M. Convene, call to order and opening ceremonies.

Inspirational Thought- "The best way to cheer yourself'is to try to cheer someone else up." ~ Mark Twain
Present: John Gioia, District I Supervisor; Candace Andersen, District II Supervisor; Diane Burgis, District III Supervisor; Karen
Mitchoff, District IV Supervisor; Federal D. Glover, District V Supervisor

Staff Present: David Twa, County Administrator
Sharon Anderson, County Counsel

CONSIDER CONSENT ITEMS (Items listed as C.1 through C.79 on the following agenda) — Items are subject to
removal from Consent Calendar by request of any Supervisor or on request for discussion by a member of the public. Items
removed from the Consent Calendar will be considered with the Discussion Items.

DISCUSSION ITEMS

D. 1 CONSIDER Consent Items previously removed.

Item C.21 was removed for discussion and subsequently adopted with Supervisor Andersen registering a no
vote on support for Propositions 15 and 25.

D. 2 PUBLIC COMMENT (1 Minute/Speaker)

Speakers: Elsie Mills, resident of Concord, encouraged the Board to invest in housing, health care, mental health
services, substance abuse treatment programs, workplace development programs and other vital services, to support the
black and brown communities. She supports a closure of juvenile hall and the retention of the Orin Allen Youth

facility;

Delilah Jacob Friedler, resident of Danville recommends changes in the $10 million proposed for the Sheriff's payroll
and investmestment of those funds into the community; Jennifer Huber, resident of Contra Costa, objects to increases
in the Sheriff’s budget, the purchase of military weapons and armed vehicles and says she and many others have little
trust in the Sheriff; Melvin Willis, Richmond City Council, noted that many relate stories of trauma from dealings with
the Sheriff’s Department and that the jail facility is not rehabilitative. He recommends closure of juvenile hall and
investment in vital services; Stephanie Barr, resident of Danville, also supports increased funding for vital services and
no increase of the Sheriff’s budget; Kate Collins, resident of Martinez, opposes increasing the Sheriff’s budget and any
proposed closure of the Orin Allen Youth Facility. She recommends closure of juvenile hall; Randy Bullets, supports
existing levels of funding for the Sheriff and encourages a possible increase specifically to address training on handling



of domestic violence interventions. He is concerned at the current state of the country and suspects that Black Lives
Matter, Antifa and possibly MS-13 are receiving funding from communist sources; Tonisha Walken, resident of
Antioch, spoke in favor of keeping the Orin Allen Youth facility operating, closing Juvenile Hall, and informed the
Board that the area had just lost the services of CoCo Lead, leaving the east bay area underserved for those who need
mental health and substance abuse program services. She urges services to be provided in the communities in which the
residents live; Dan Kelly requested the Board consider adopting an ordinance to rename Kirker Pass Road, noting that
the road was named in 1892 after an early settler who proclaimed to have murdered 487 men, women and children and
selling their scalps; Rose Barreto, resident of Walnut Creek, is in favor of lessening the funding for the Sheriff’s
Department and reallocating the funds to social service needs in the community. She encourages a complete rethinking
of public safety; Catherine Wally, resident of Walnut Creek spoke on her concern for the continued practice of
incarcerating children in a system that does not rehabilitate them and sets them up for failure. She encourages the
closure of Juvenile Hall and the reinvestment of those funds into alternatives and making substantial investments in
education;

Resident, opposes any defunding of the Sheriff's Department;

Michael Kerr, Oscar Grant Committe, states that our priority is rehabilitate youth and notes great successes from the
Orin Allen Youth Facility;

Resident, feels the proposal to close the Orin Allen Youth Facility is a desire by the Sheriff to sell the land it is on, and is
wholeheartedly in support of the ranch and diversion programs.

Chair Andersen notes for information purposes that the Sheriff has no operational or decision making authority over
the Orin Allen Youth Facility (aka Boys Ranch), which is run by the Probation Department.

D.3 CONSIDER introducing Ordinance No. 2020-22, establishing a general Countywide 0.5% transactions and use
tax (sales tax), waive reading, and fix August 4, 2020, for passage of the ordinance and adoption of a resolution
calling an election to submit the sales tax ordinance to the voters on November 3, 2020. (Supervisor Gioia)

Speakers in support: No Name; Gabriel Lemus, President of Local 21,; Melody Howe Weintraub,
Multi-Faith Action Coalition; Dan Geiger, Budget Justice Coalition; Josh Anijar, Contra Costa Central
Labor Council; Alex Zobel, resident of Richmond; Tom Powers, American Medical Response; Donald
Lang, resident of Pittsburg; Elsie Mills, resident of Concord; Marianne Moore, Ensuring Opportunity
Campaign; Melvin Willis, City of Richmond; Jan Warren, Walnut Creek resident. Speakers in opposition:
Debra Thompson; Randy, resident of Pleasant Hill; Resident of Contra Costa; Resident of Contra Costa.
INTRODUCED Ordinance No. 2020-22, establishing a general Countywide 0.5% transactions and use tax
(sales tax) for a 20 year term; WAIVED reading; and FIXED August 4, 2020, for passage of the ordinance
and adoption of a resolution calling an election to submit the sales tax ordinance to the voters on November
3, 2020.

9:30 A.M.

D.4 CONVENE a community forum regarding the provision of access of certain individuals to the federal
Immigration and Customs Enforcement Agency, pursuant to Government Code section 7283.1(d). (Timothy Ewell,
Chief Assistant County Administrator)

Written commentary was provided by (attached): William Colin-Richardson, Central County Regional Group; Efgenia Bravo,
Central County Regional Group; Connie Chiba, resident of Moraga; Hector Malvido, Ensuring Opportunity Campaign; Nicole
Zapata, resident of Walnut Creek; Daniel Safran, resident of Pleasant Hill; Debra Ballinger, Executive Director of Monument
Impact; Carmen Chang, resident of North Hollywood; Jennifer Morales, Monument Impact; Gabby Lazzeretti, resident of
Martinez; Linda Olvera, Freedom for Immigrants, Contra Costa Immigrant Rights Alliance; Tania Pulido, resident of
Richmond; Deborah Donovan, resident of Pleasant Hill; Jeanette McKillop, resident of Walnut Creek; Linda Russell, resident
of Pleasant Hill; Wayne and Helen Reznick, residents of Clayton; Marianne Callahan, resident of Concord; Meg Keeley,
resident of Walnut Creek; Nancy Moran, resident of Walnut Creek; Sally Edgerton, resident of Walnut Creek; Emily
Hampshire, resident of Walnut Creek; Elizabeth Copley, resident of Walnut Creek; Lynne White, resident of Concord; Sheli
Cryderman, resident of Concord; Rose Barreto, resident of Contra Costa; Elsie Mills, Showing Up for Racial Justice; Liz
Miller, resident of Danville.

Chair Andersen noted that language translation services in other languages were offered and no requests were
received.

Tim Ewell, Deputy County Administrator, noted that a period for written public comment was provided. As of the
publishing date of the agenda, none were received. Seven comments were received subsequent to that and uploaded to
the agenda system online. Additional communications received will be included in the minutes of the meeting.

Today's presentations have been provided in Spanish as well as English. Contra Costa Television, Department of
Information Technology and the interpreter service have worked to make the streaming broadcast of this meeting
interpreted simultaneously into Spanish in real time, available via a link on the county website. Additionally there is
closed caption service in Spanish. The real-time webcast is live on YouTube.



CONVENED the community forum; by unanimous vote, ACCEPTED into the record public commentary and a
spanish translation received after the publication of the agenda; Received staff report from the Chief Assistant County
Administrator; RECEIVED the presentation from Asian Americans Advancing Justice - Asian Law Caucus; and
RECEIVED a report from the Sheriff-Coroner.

D.5 HEARING to consider adoption of Resolution No. 2020/201 to approve the Capital Road Improvement and
Preservation Program for fiscal year 2020/2021 through 2026/2027, as recommended by the Transportation, Water
and Infrastructure Committee, Countywide. (No fiscal impact) (Nancy Wein, Public Works Department)

AYE: District I Supervisor John Gioia, District II Supervisor Candace Andersen, District III Supervisor Diane
Burgis, District IV Supervisor Karen Mitchoff, District V Supervisor Federal D. Glover

D.6 CONSIDER adopting Ordinance No. 2020-21, an urgency ordinance establishing administrative fines for
violations of public health orders pertaining to the COVID-19 pandemic. (Randy Sawyer, Deputy Health Services
Director)

Speakers: Karen, resident of Contra Costa; Shawna Gavin, Brentwood; Daniel, resident of Concord;Savanna Sharp; Dave
Sutton; Nora, resident of Antioch; Danielle Besema, resident of Concord; County Resident; County Resident (2); Debra
Thompson; County Resident (3); County Resident (4); Resident of Pinole; Edith Halderen, resident of Richmond; California
resident; Denise Pursche; County Resident (5); Barry, resident of Contra Costa.

AYE: District I Supervisor John Gioia, District II Supervisor Candace Andersen, District III Supervisor Diane
Burgis, District IV Supervisor Karen Mitchoff, District V Supervisor Federal D. Glover

D.7 CONSIDER update on COVID 19; and PROVIDE direction to staff.
1. Health Department - Anna Roth, Director and Dr. Farnitano, Health Officer

As of today the state of California is reporting 466,550 confirmed cases of Covid-19, with 8800 deaths. Contra Costa
County currently has 7304 CASES, an increase of 1886 cases in two weeks. Sadly, we have lost 108 people to the virus.
Intensive Care Unit (ICU) utilization is at 74% of which 40 of the beds are Covid-19 cases. Of the 931 people in the hospital,
105 are Covid-19 cases. The state has implemented a monitoring list for counties using various metrics, such as increase in
active cases or number of hospitalizations. Contra Costa has on the monitoring list since July 9th because of the
percentage of people testing positive. On July 18, 2020 there were 189 cases positive per 100,000 people. As of yesterday
It was 109 per 100,000. So from slightly over 8% decreasing to just under 8%. The goal is 5% or lower. Contra Costa has a
total of 1600 hospital beds with a surge plan in place. We have 4 people hospitalized in our county who are residents
elsewhere, and 16 Contra Costa residents in a different county’s hospital. Not all hospitals have been reporting
consistently so those numbers may be higher. Approximately 70% of the fatalities have been amongst those who are living
in long-term care facilities, most of whom have been quarantined since March. This is a clear indicator of community
spread — the virus is coming in to them, they have not been outside. We are working diligently to prevent the spread in
these facilities but we know there is very high risk as long as community spread is happening. The County is currently
following 27 outbreaks in those type of facilities. Statistics indicate the virus is still disproportionately impacting
low-income communities, and communities of color. The data on the County website is being refined to be more clear.
Neo-natal ICU beds cannot be converted for adult use so those will be removed from the count of ICU beds available.On
July 15th the Federal Government mandated that the hospital data that historically been reported to the CDC is now being
reported to the National Health and Human Services. This has resulted in reporting delays and tracking of hospitalizations.
Therefore some of the data points and graphs on our website have not been updated. It is not known how long this
transition will impact our data. As reflected nationwide, the County is struggling to get testing results back in a timely
manner. At this time it can take as long as two weeks or longer to receive the results, especially those in the asymptomatic
category. The County’s public health lab can process a small number of tests with rapid turnaround for hospital patients
with symptoms but that is only a fraction of the testing that is needed. Slow testing has become a nationwide crisis that
hampers containment of the virus and contact tracing efforts. This is mostly a result of a nationwide surge in cases as well
as a local surge. The County has been relying heavily on large commercial labs and the massive surge in testing demands
from Arizona, Texas and Florida are impacting their ability to serve our local area. Another challenge to testing is still
shortages of supplies such as reagents to complete the tests. The shelter in place in March and April was quite effective in
flattening the curve, of flattening the curve. But that came at tremendous cost. No one wants to return to that so we are
focusing our strategy on social distancing, hand washing, masking, and protocols for businesses to prevent spread. Those
measures are paired with aggressive testing and quarantine to break the chain of transmission. To meet the increased
demand for testing and faster turnaround for results, some contracts for additional labs will be placed on next week’s
Board agenda and more in later weeks. Additionally Health Services is seeking to increase the salary level for our lab
scientists to be more successful in filling the vacant positions so the County can perform multiple test runs per day. The
Department is also seeking to purchase more testing machines in a highly competitive market. Contra Costa is now testing
above its target of two people per thousand but still needs faster results returns. The County is working with the state on
rapid-result tests but Dr. Farnitano cautions that the results of that type of test are not as reliable. All the partner
hospitals are experiencing the same difficulties in supplies, equipment to process the tests, and slow delivery of results.



Pool testing is being examined, but each machine for that has to be FDA approved. Regarding treatment, there is now
good evidence that there are several that are effective in treating people with Covid-19, especially those who are
hospitalized and very ill. The death rate of the infected is dropping from 5 to 8 percent in the early days of the pandemic
to between 1 to 3 percent currently. The drug Remdesivir has shown good results but is still in very short supply. A second
drug called Dexamethazone has also shown clear benefit to those very sick with the virus and is a generic steroid drug that
has been in existence for many years. For those with very mild illness it is not recommended. Many techniques are in use
including the use of blood thinners and rotating patients onto their stomachs to improve fluid balance. Dr. Farnitano notes
that the random trials of hydroxychloroquine have stopped. The drug is NOT effective in treating Covid-19. No benefit has
been shown from the drugs hydroxychloroquine or Zithromycin and the side effects may be harmful. Contra Costa County
is on the state monitoring list. Schools in monitored counties are mandated to do distance learning and not do
in-classroom leaning while on the list and at least two weeks after they fall off the list. Our local schools will be using
distance learning. The state did mention they were going to set up a waiver process where elementary schools, defined as
Kindergarten through th grade, could potentially apply for a waiver. If that waiver had the support of the local school
superintendent, the local teachers union or teachers and parent organization and the support of the local health offer
they may be able resume in-person activity. That process is still being worked on at the state level. The state has promised
a checklist that may be available as soon as next week. Much depends on improved testing result capability in light of
possible outbreaks. Everyone wants the children to be able to safely return to school. The best way to get the children
back in school is to slow the spread!

D. 8 CONSIDER reports of Board members.

The Board took a moment to reflect on the passing of Georgia Senator John Lewis, civil rights activist.

Closed Session

A. CONFERENCE WITH LABOR NEGOTIATORS (Gov. Code § 54957.6)

1. Agency Negotiators: David Twa and Richard Bolanos.

Employee Organizations: Public Employees Union, Local 1; AFSCME Locals 512 and 2700; California Nurses Assn.;
SEIU Locals 1021 and 2015; District Attorney Investigators’ Assn.; Deputy Sheriffs Assn.; United Prof. Firefighters
ILA.F.F., Local 1230; Physicians’ & Dentists’ Org. of Contra Costa; Western Council of Engineers; United Chief Officers
Assn.; Contra Costa County Defenders Assn.; Contra Costa County Deputy District Attorneys’ Assn.; Prof. & Tech.
Engineers IFPTE, Local 21; and Teamsters Local 856.

2. Agency Negotiators: David Twa.

Unrepresented Employees: All unrepresented employees.

B. CONFERENCE WITH LEGAL COUNSEL--EXISTING LITIGATION (Gov. Code § 54956.9(d)(1))

LLAMK., etal. v. Contra Costa County, et al.; United States District Court, Northern District of California, Case No.
4:18-cv-06004-DMR

C. CONFERENCE WITH LEGAL COUNSEL--ANTICIPATED LITIGATION
Significant exposure to litigation pursuant to Gov. Code, § 54956.9(d)(2): [One potential case]

There were no announcements from closed session.

ADJOURN

Adjourned today's meeting at 3:55 p.m.

CONSENT ITEMS

Road and Transportation

C. 1 APPROVE the Pleasant Hill Road Bridge over Taylor Boulevard Rehabilitation Project and take related
actions under the California Environmental Quality Act and AUTHORIZE the Public Works Director, or designee,
to advertise the Project, Lafayette arca. (89% Highway Bridge Program Funds, 11% Local Road Funds)



AYE: District I Supervisor John Gioia, District II Supervisor Candace Andersen, District III Supervisor Diane
Burgis, District IV Supervisor Karen Mitchoff, District V Supervisor Federal D. Glover

Special Districts & County Airports

C.2 ADOPT Resolution No. 2020/180 confirming the Fiscal Year 2020-2021 Final Annual Report and levying the
service charges set forth in the report for County Service Area L-100, as recommended by the Public Works
Director, Countywide. (100% County Service Area L-100 Funds)

AYE: District I Supervisor John Gioia, District II Supervisor Candace Andersen, District III Supervisor Diane
Burgis, District IV Supervisor Karen Mitchoff, District V Supervisor Federal D. Glover

C.3 ADOPT Resolution No. 2020/181 confirming the Fiscal Year 2020-2021 Final Annual Report and levying the
service charges set forth in the report for County Service Area M-28, as recommended by the Public Works
Director, Bethel Island area. (100% County Service Area M-28 Funds)

AYE: District I Supervisor John Gioia, District II Supervisor Candace Andersen, District III Supervisor Diane
Burgis, District IV Supervisor Karen Mitchoff, District V Supervisor Federal D. Glover

C.4 ADOPT Resolution No. 2020/182 confirming the Fiscal Year 2020-2021 Final Annual Report and
levying the charges set forth in the report for County Service Area M-30, as recommended by the Public
Works Director, Danville area. (100% County Service Area M-30 Funds)

AYE: District I Supervisor John Gioia, District II Supervisor Candace Andersen, District III Supervisor Diane
Burgis, District IV Supervisor Karen Mitchoff, District V Supervisor Federal D. Glover

L. 5 ADOPT Resolution No. 2020/183 confirming the Fiscal Year 2020-2021 Final Annual Report and levying the
charges set forth in the report for County Service Area M-31, as recommended by the Public Works Director,
Pleasant Hill area. (100% County Service Area M-31 Funds)

AYE: District I Supervisor John Gioia, District II Supervisor Candace Andersen, District III Supervisor Diane
Burgis, District IV Supervisor Karen Mitchoff, District V Supervisor Federal D. Glover

€. 6 ADOPT Resolution No. 2020/184 confirming the Fiscal Year 2020-2021 Final Annual Report and levying the
charges set forth in the report for County Service Area T-1, as recommended by the Public Works Director,
Danville area. (100% County Service Area T-1 Funds)

AYE: District I Supervisor John Gioia, District II Supervisor Candace Andersen, District III Supervisor Diane
Burgis, District IV Supervisor Karen Mitchoff, District V Supervisor Federal D. Glover

C.7 As the governing body of the Contra Costa County Flood Control and Water Conservation District,
APPROVE and AUTHORIZE the Chief Engineer, or designee, to execute a license agreement with Crown Castle
GT Company, LLC, for use of a portion of the San Ramon Creek right of way to access and maintain the licensee’s
telecommunication tower, Alamo area. (100% Flood Control Zone 3B Revenue Funds)

AYE: District I Supervisor John Gioia, District II Supervisor Candace Andersen, District III Supervisor Diane
Burgis, District IV Supervisor Karen Mitchoff, District V Supervisor Federal D. Glover

C. 8 As the governing body of the Contra Costa County Flood Control and Water Conservation District,
APPROVE and AUTHORIZE the Chief Engineer, or designee, to execute the “Planning Agreement to form the
San Francisco Bay Area Advanced Quantification Precipitation Information System Project Local Partner Agencies
Committee” with Sonoma County Water Agency, San Francisco Public Utilities Commission, Santa Clara Valley
Water District, East Bay Municipal Utility District, East Bay Dischargers Authority, Alameda County Water
District, and Alameda County Flood Control & Water Conservation District, Countywide. (100% Flood Control
District Funds)



AYE: District I Supervisor John Gioia, District II Supervisor Candace Andersen, District III Supervisor Diane
Burgis, District IV Supervisor Karen Mitchoff, District V Supervisor Federal D. Glover

Claims, Collections & Litigation

C.9DENY claims filed by API Healthcare Corporation (part of SYMPLR), CSAA for Michelle Carrington and
Lee Ellen Bowleggs, Jose Lainez, Eliberto Ramires Rivas, Kristina Shaw-Krivosh, and Robert Watson. DENY
amended claim filed by Melondy L. Spears.

AYE: District I Supervisor John Gioia, District II Supervisor Candace Andersen, District III Supervisor Diane
Burgis, District IV Supervisor Karen Mitchoff, District V Supervisor Federal D. Glover

Statutory Actions

C. 10 ACCEPT Board members meeting reports for June 2020.

AYE: District I Supervisor John Gioia, District II Supervisor Candace Andersen, District III Supervisor Diane
Burgis, District IV Supervisor Karen Mitchoff, District V Supervisor Federal D. Glover

Ordinances

C. 11 ADOPT Ordinance No. 2020-18 amending the County Ordinance Code to re-title the Deputy Director of
Information Technology-Exempt classification to the new title of Information Systems Division Director-Exempt in
the list of classifications excluded from the merit system. (No fiscal impact) (Continue to August 4, 2020)

CONTINUED to August 4, 2020.

Appointments & Resignations

C. 12 APPOINT Genevieve Herron to the Youth Representative seat of the Alamo Municipal Advisory Council for
a term with an expiration date of December 31, 2020, as recommended by Supervisor Andersen.

AYE: District I Supervisor John Gioia, District II Supervisor Candace Andersen, District III Supervisor Diane
Burgis, District IV Supervisor Karen Mitchoff, District V Supervisor Federal D. Glover

C. 13 APPOINT, in lieu of election, William Pigeon to the Alternate Safety Member #7 seat on the Contra Costa
County Employees' Retirement Association Board of Trustees, as recommended by the Clerk-Recorder.

AYE: District I Supervisor John Gioia, District II Supervisor Candace Andersen, District III Supervisor Diane
Burgis, District IV Supervisor Karen Mitchoff, District V Supervisor Federal D. Glover

C. 14 APPOINT Noe Gudno to the Low Income Seat No. 2 on the Economic Opportunity Council, as
recommended by the Employment and Human Services Department Director.

AYE: District I Supervisor John Gioia, District II Supervisor Candace Andersen, District III Supervisor Diane
Burgis, District IV Supervisor Karen Mitchoff, District V Supervisor Federal D. Glover

C. 15 ACCEPT the resignation of Oscar Dominguez, DECLARE a vacancy of the Management Seat 1 on the
Advisory Council on Equal Employment Opportunity, and DIRECT the Clerk of the Board to post the vacancy, as
recommended by the County Administrator.

AYE: District I Supervisor John Gioia, District II Supervisor Candace Andersen, District III Supervisor Diane
Burgis, District IV Supervisor Karen Mitchoff, District V Supervisor Federal D. Glover



C. 16 APPOINT Angela Malala to the Community Seat #2 with a term expiring November 30, 2020 on the
Advisory Council on Equal Employment Opportunity, as recommended by the County Administrator.

AYE: District I Supervisor John Gioia, District II Supervisor Candace Andersen, District III Supervisor Diane
Burgis, District IV Supervisor Karen Mitchoff, District V Supervisor Federal D. Glover

C. 17 REAPPOINT Roosevelt Gibson (Education Seat), Linda Mason (Community Seat #3) and Mark Pighin
(Disability Seat) to the Advisory Council on Equal Employment Opportunity with all terms ending November 30,
2022, as recommended by the County Administrator.

AYE: District I Supervisor John Gioia, District II Supervisor Candace Andersen, District III Supervisor Diane
Burgis, District IV Supervisor Karen Mitchoff, District V Supervisor Federal D. Glover

C. 18 APPOINT Christopher E. Baker to the District V Representative seat on the Aviation Advisory Committee, as
recommended by Supervisor D. Glover.

AYE: District I Supervisor John Gioia, District II Supervisor Candace Andersen, District III Supervisor Diane
Burgis, District IV Supervisor Karen Mitchoff, District V Supervisor Federal D. Glover

C. 19 ACCEPT the resignation of Olga Jones, DECLARE a vacancy of At-Large Seat #5 on the Family and
Children’s Trust Committee, and DIRECT the Clerk of the Board to post a vacancy as recommended by the
Employment and Human Services Department Director.

RELISTED to a future date uncertain.

C.20 APPOINT Amy Budahn to the Public Member Alternate seat on the Integrated Pest Management Advisory
Committee, as recommended by the Internal Operations Committee.

AYE: District I Supervisor John Gioia, District II Supervisor Candace Andersen, District III Supervisor Diane
Burgis, District IV Supervisor Karen Mitchoff, District V Supervisor Federal D. Glover

Intergovernmental Relations

C.21 ADOPT a position of "Support" on the following measures scheduled for the November 3, 2020 statewide
general election ballot: Proposition 14 (Stem Cell Research), Proposition 15 (The "Split-Roll" Initiative),
Proposition 16 (Affirmative Action), Proposition 17 (Parolee voting), Proposition 18 (Voting age), and Proposition
25 (Bail Reform Referendum).

Speakers: Debra Thompson, resident of Contra Costa; Auditor-Controller Robert Campbell.

Propositions 14, 16, and 18: AYES: Gioia, Andersen, Burgis, Mitchoff, Glover NOES: None ABSENT:
None ABSTAIN: None

Propositions 15 and 25: AYES: Gioia, Burgis, Mitchoff, Glover NOES: Andersen ABSENT: None ABSTAIN: None

AYE: District I Supervisor John Gioia, District II Supervisor Candace Andersen, District III Supervisor Diane
Burgis, District IV Supervisor Karen Mitchoff, District V Supervisor Federal D. Glover

C. 22 APPROVE the recommendation from the Legislation Committee to not adopt an ordinance or resolution to
permit microenterprise home kitchen operations in Contra Costa County.

AYE: District I Supervisor John Gioia, District II Supervisor Candace Andersen, District III Supervisor Diane
Burgis, District IV Supervisor Karen Mitchoff, District V Supervisor Federal D. Glover

Personnel Actions




C. 23 ADOPT Position Adjustment Resolution No. 22477 to reclassify one Aging and Adult Services Senior Staff
Assistant (represented) position and its incumbent to the classification of Program/Projects Coordinator
(represented) position in the Employment and Human Services Department, Aging and Adult Bureau. (33%
Federal, 57% State, 10% County)

AYE: District I Supervisor John Gioia, District IT Supervisor Candace Andersen, District III Supervisor Diane
Burgis, District IV Supervisor Karen Mitchoff, District V Supervisor Federal D. Glover

C. 24 ADOPT Position Adjustment Resolution No. 25617 to transition one Public Health Nurse-Project
(represented) position and its incumbent into the Merit System classification of Public Health Nurse and increase
the hours; increase the hours of one Registered Nurse (represented) position in the Health Services Department.
(100% Communicable Disease funds)

AYE: District I Supervisor John Gioia, District IT Supervisor Candace Andersen, District III Supervisor Diane
Burgis, District IV Supervisor Karen Mitchoff, District V Supervisor Federal D. Glover

Grants & Contracts

APPROVE and AUTHORIZE execution of agreements between the County and the following agencies for receipt of
fund and/or services:

C.25 ADOPT Resolution No. 2020/204 approving and authorizing the District Attorney, or designee, to submit an
application and execute a grant award agreement and any extensions or amendments thereof, pursuant to State
guidelines, with the California Department of Insurance for the 2020/21 Workers' Compensation Insurance Fraud
Prosecution Program grant in an amount not to exceed $1,325,376 for the investigation and prosecution of workers'
compensation fraud cases for the period of July 1, 2020 through June 30, 2021. (100% State)

AYE: District I Supervisor John Gioia, District II Supervisor Candace Andersen, District III Supervisor Diane
Burgis, District IV Supervisor Karen Mitchoff, District V Supervisor Federal D. Glover

C.26 APPROVE and AUTHORIZE the Agricultural Commissioner, or designee, to execute an agreement with
California Department of Food and Agriculture to reimburse the County in an amount not to exceed $39,999 to
implement and carry out strategic weed control and eradication for the period May 1, 2020 through December 31,
2020. (100% State)

AYE: District I Supervisor John Gioia, District II Supervisor Candace Andersen, District III Supervisor Diane
Burgis, District IV Supervisor Karen Mitchoff, District V Supervisor Federal D. Glover

C.27 APPROVE and AUTHORIZE the Agricultural Commissioner, or designee, to execute an agreement with the
California Department of Food and Agriculture in an amount not to exceed $3,675 to reimburse the County for
inspections performed for the California Organic Program for the period July 1, 2020 through June 30, 2021.
(100% State)

AYE: District I Supervisor John Gioia, District II Supervisor Candace Andersen, District III Supervisor Diane
Burgis, District IV Supervisor Karen Mitchoff, District V Supervisor Federal D. Glover

C.28 APPROVE and AUTHORIZE the Agricultural Commissioner, or designee, to execute an agreement with the
California Department of Food and Agriculture to reimburse the County in an amount not to exceed $13,923 to

provide enforcement through market and production site inspections and certifications for the period July 1, 2020
through June 30, 2021. (100% State)

AYE: District I Supervisor John Gioia, District II Supervisor Candace Andersen, District III Supervisor Diane
Burgis, District IV Supervisor Karen Mitchoff, District V Supervisor Federal D. Glover

C.29 APPROVE and AUTHORIZE the Agricultural Commissioner, or designee, to execute an agreement with the
California Department of Food and Agriculture in an amount not to exceed $14,550 to reimburse the County for
inspections of service stations, quick lube, auto service, and oil change shops for the period July 1, 2020 through
June 30, 2021. (100% State)



AYE: District I Supervisor John Gioia, District II Supervisor Candace Andersen, District III Supervisor Diane
Burgis, District IV Supervisor Karen Mitchoff, District V Supervisor Federal D. Glover

C.30

APPROVE and AUTHORIZE the Agricultural Commissioner, or designee, to execute an agreement with the
California Department of Food and Agriculture in an amount not to exceed $2,400 to reimburse the County to

inspect recycling establishments licensed as weighmasters and determine compliance with Business Professions
Code Section 12703.1 for the period July 1, 2020 through June 30, 2021. (100% State)

AYE: District I Supervisor John Gioia, District II Supervisor Candace Andersen, District III Supervisor Diane
Burgis, District IV Supervisor Karen Mitchoff, District V Supervisor Federal D. Glover

C.31

APPROVE and AUTHORIZE the Agricultural Commissioner, or designee, to execute an agreement with the
California Department of Food and Agriculture to reimburse the County in an amount not to exceed $398,304 for
the Pierce's Disease Control Program for the period July 1, 2020 through June 30, 2022. (100% State)

AYE: District I Supervisor John Gioia, District II Supervisor Candace Andersen, District III Supervisor Diane
Burgis, District IV Supervisor Karen Mitchoff, District V Supervisor Federal D. Glover

C.32

APPROVE and AUTHORIZE the Health Services Director or designee, to execute on behalf of the County, a
contract with the California Department of Health Care Services, to pay the County an amount not to exceed

$4,700,000 to participate in the Medi-Cal County Inmate Program for inpatient health care services to Medi-Cal
eligible County inmates for the period July 1, 2020 through June 30, 2023.

AYE: District I Supervisor John Gioia, District II Supervisor Candace Andersen, District III Supervisor Diane
Burgis, District IV Supervisor Karen Mitchoff, District V Supervisor Federal D. Glover

C.33

APPROVE and AUTHORIZE the Health Services Director, or designee, to execute a contract with Physicians
for a Healthy California, to pay County an amount not to exceed $150,000 to increase training of primary care and

emergency physicians at Contra Costa Regional Medical Center and Health Centers for the period July 1, 2020
through September 30, 2023. (No County match required)

AYE: District I Supervisor John Gioia, District II Supervisor Candace Andersen, District III Supervisor Diane
Burgis, District IV Supervisor Karen Mitchoff, District V Supervisor Federal D. Glover

C. 34 APPROVE and AUTHORIZE the Health Services Director, or designee, to execute a contract amendment

with the City of Concord, to increase the amount payable to the County by $81,381 to a new amount not to exceed

$285,367 and to extend the term to June 30, 2021, for the Coordinated Outreach, Referral and Engagement Program
to provide homeless outreach services to Concord and Walnut Creek. (No County match)

AYE: District I Supervisor John Gioia, District II Supervisor Candace Andersen, District III Supervisor Diane
Burgis, District IV Supervisor Karen Mitchoff, District V Supervisor Federal D. Glover

C.35

APPROVE and AUTHORIZE the Health Services Director, or designee, to execute a contract with California
Green Business Network, to pay County in an amount not to exceed $16,874 to help businesses adopt

environmentally preferable practices, for the period May 1, 2020 through June 30, 2021. (100% County match
required)

AYE: District I Supervisor John Gioia, District II Supervisor Candace Andersen, District III Supervisor Diane
Burgis, District IV Supervisor Karen Mitchoff, District V Supervisor Federal D. Glover

C.36

APPROVE and AUTHORIZE the Health Services Director, or designee, to execute a contract with the Office
of Statewide Health Planning and Development, to pay County an amount not to exceed $375,000 for continuation

of the Family Practice Residency Program at Contra Costa Regional Medical and Health Centers for the period
June 30, 2020 through August 15, 2023. (No County match required)

AYE: District I Supervisor John Gioia, District II Supervisor Candace Andersen, District III Supervisor Diane
Burgis, District IV Supervisor Karen Mitchoff, District V Supervisor Federal D. Glover



C.37

APPROVE and AUTHORIZE the Health Services Director, or designee, to execute an amendment with
University of California, San Francisco, to increase the payment to the County by $10,000 to a new amount not to
exceed $20,000 and extend the term to June 30, 2021 to provide education and training services to interprofessional

healthcare providers and family medicine residents, in connection with the Geriatric Workforce Enhancement
Program. (No county match)

AYE: District I Supervisor John Gioia, District IT Supervisor Candace Andersen, District III Supervisor Diane
Burgis, District IV Supervisor Karen Mitchoff, District V Supervisor Federal D. Glover

C.38

ADOPT Resolution No. 2020/202 approving and authorizing the Employment and Human Services Director,
or designee, to accept Community Services Block Grant, Coronavirus Act Relief, and Economic Security Aid
funding in an amount not to exceed $1,189,181 from California Department of Community Services and

Development for self-sufficiency programs for the period March 27, 2020 through May 31, 2022. (100% Federal,
No County match)

AYE: District I Supervisor John Gioia, District IT Supervisor Candace Andersen, District III Supervisor Diane
Burgis, District IV Supervisor Karen Mitchoff, District V Supervisor Federal D. Glover

C.39

APPROVE and AUTHORIZE the Health Services Director, or designee, to execute a contract with California
Department of Public Health, Tuberculosis Control Branch, to pay the County an amount not to exceed $304,417
for the period from July 1, 2020 through June 30, 2021 for prevention of tuberculosis, and AUTHORIZE the

Purchasing Agent to issue payments up to $17,197 of the contract amount, to be used for food and gas gift cards,
shelter, incentives and enablers. (No County match)

AYE: District I Supervisor John Gioia, District IT Supervisor Candace Andersen, District III Supervisor Diane
Burgis, District IV Supervisor Karen Mitchoff, District V Supervisor Federal D. Glover

C.40

APPROVE and AUTHORIZE the Conservation and Development Director, or designee, to execute a
subcontract agreement with the Association of Bay Area Governments to accept funding in an amount not to exceed
$861,810 from the California Public Utilities Commission (CPUC) to support marketing, education, and outreach
for energy efficiency programs, for the period January 1, 2020 through December 31, 2022. (100% CPUC funds)

AYE: District I Supervisor John Gioia, District IT Supervisor Candace Andersen, District III Supervisor Diane
Burgis, District IV Supervisor Karen Mitchoff, District V Supervisor Federal D. Glover

C.41

ADOPT Resolution No. 2020/203 approving and authorizing the District Attorney, or designee, to submit an
application and execute a grant agreement, and any extensions or amendments thereof, with the California

Department of Insurance to fund the Automobile Insurance Fraud Prosecution Program in an amount not to exceed
$606,761 for the period July 1, 2020 through June 30, 2021. (100% State)

AYE: District I Supervisor John Gioia, District IT Supervisor Candace Andersen, District III Supervisor Diane
Burgis, District IV Supervisor Karen Mitchoff, District V Supervisor Federal D. Glover

APPROVE and AUTHORIZE execution of agreement between the County and the following parties as noted for the
purchase of equipment and/or services:

C.42

APPROVE and AUTHORIZE the Public Works Director, or designee, to execute a contract with Best
Contracting Services, Inc., a California Corporation, in an amount not to exceed $3,000,000, to provide on-call

roofing and exterior waterproofing services, for the period August 1, 2020 through July 31, 2023, Countywide.
(100% General Fund)

AYE: District I Supervisor John Gioia, District IT Supervisor Candace Andersen, District III Supervisor Diane
Burgis, District IV Supervisor Karen Mitchoff, District V Supervisor Federal D. Glover

C.43

APPROVE and AUTHORIZE the Purchasing Agent, on behalf of the Health Services Department, to
purchase food, gift cards, and transportation vouchers in an amount not to exceed $252,500 for programs within
Family, Maternal and Child Health for the period July 1, 2020 through June 30, 2022. (100% State Funds)



AYE: District I Supervisor John Gioia, District II Supervisor Candace Andersen, District III Supervisor Diane
Burgis, District IV Supervisor Karen Mitchoff, District V Supervisor Federal D. Glover

C. 44 APPROVE and AUTHORIZE the Public Works Director, or designee, to execute a contract with
Waterproofing Associates, Inc., a California Corporation, in an amount not to exceed $4,000,000, to provide on-call
roofing and exterior waterproofing services, for the period August 1, 2020 through July 31, 2023, Countywide.
(100% General Fund)

AYE: District I Supervisor John Gioia, District II Supervisor Candace Andersen, District III Supervisor Diane
Burgis, District IV Supervisor Karen Mitchoff, District V Supervisor Federal D. Glover

C. 45 APPROVE and AUTHORIZE the Employment and Human Services Director, or designee, to execute a
contract amendment with STAND! For Families Free of Violence, a non-profit corporation, to increase the payment
limit by $172,171 to a new payment limit of $498,671 to continue to implement the Phase III Lethality Assessment
Program for Domestic Violence Homicide Prevention, with no change to the term October 1, 2019 through
September 30, 2020. (100% Federal)

AYE: District I Supervisor John Gioia, District II Supervisor Candace Andersen, District III Supervisor Diane
Burgis, District IV Supervisor Karen Mitchoff, District V Supervisor Federal D. Glover

C. 46 APPROVE and AUTHORIZE the Health Services Director, or designee, to execute a contract amendment
with Specialty Laboratories, Inc. (dba Quest Diagnostic Nichols Institute), to increase the payment limit by
$4,000,000 to a new payment limit not to exceed $9,000,000 to provide COVID-19 and other outside laboratory
testing services with no change in the original term of January 1, 2019 through December 31, 2020. (100% Federal
Cares Act)

AYE: District I Supervisor John Gioia, District II Supervisor Candace Andersen, District III Supervisor Diane
Burgis, District IV Supervisor Karen Mitchoff, District V Supervisor Federal D. Glover

C. 47 APPROVE and AUTHORIZE the Health Services Director, or designee, to execute a contract with Guardian
Home Health Care & Hospice, Inc. in an amount not to exceed $300,000 to provide home health care and hospice
services to Contra Costa Health Plan Members for the period July 1, 2020 through June 30, 2022. (100% Contra
Costa Health Plan Enterprise Fund II)

AYE: District I Supervisor John Gioia, District II Supervisor Candace Andersen, District III Supervisor Diane
Burgis, District IV Supervisor Karen Mitchoff, District V Supervisor Federal D. Glover

C. 48 APPROVE and AUTHORIZE the Purchasing Agent, or designee, to execute, on behalf of the Public Works
Director, an amendment to the blanket purchase order with HiTouch Business Services, to extend the term from
August 31, 2020 through February 28, 2021 with no change to the payment limit, for the purchase of office
supplies, Countywide. (No fiscal impact)

AYE: District I Supervisor John Gioia, District II Supervisor Candace Andersen, District III Supervisor Diane
Burgis, District IV Supervisor Karen Mitchoff, District V Supervisor Federal D. Glover

C. 49 APPROVE and AUTHORIZE the Purchasing Agent to execute, on behalf of the County Librarian, a
purchase order with Baker & Taylor in an amount not to exceed $352,798 for book rental for the Contra Costa
County Library, for the period January 1 through December 31, 2020. (100% Library Fund)

AYE: District I Supervisor John Gioia, District II Supervisor Candace Andersen, District III Supervisor Diane
Burgis, District IV Supervisor Karen Mitchoff, District V Supervisor Federal D. Glover

C. 50 APPROVE and AUTHORIZE the Health Services Director, or designee, to execute a contract amendment
with Brown Miller Communications, Inc., to increase the payment limit by $900,000 to a new payment limit of
$1,535,000 with no change in the original term through August 31, 2021 for additional communication support
services with regard to COVID-19. (40% Hospital Enterprise Fund I; 60% Federal CARES Act Funds)

AYE: District I Supervisor John Gioia, District II Supervisor Candace Andersen, District III Supervisor Diane
Burgis, District IV Supervisor Karen Mitchoff, District V Supervisor Federal D. Glover



C. 51 APPROVE and AUTHORIZE the Purchasing Agent, or designee, to execute, on behalf of the Public Works
Director, a blanket purchase order with Staples Contract and Commercial, LLC (dba Staples Advantage), in an
amount not to exceed $12,000,000, for office supplies for the period September 1, 2020 through March 31, 2024,
Countywide. (100% Department User Fees)

AYE: District I Supervisor John Gioia, District II Supervisor Candace Andersen, District III Supervisor Diane
Burgis, District IV Supervisor Karen Mitchoff, District V Supervisor Federal D. Glover

C.52 APPROVE and AUTHORIZE the Purchasing Agent to execute, on behalf of the Employment and Human
Services Director, a purchase order with Ray A. Morgan Company, LLC, in the amount of $963,700, to purchase
managed print services and printer maintenance and supplies under the terms of a master agreement between the
County and the company, during the period from January 1, 2020, through June 30, 2022. (58% Federal, 36%
State, 6% County)

AYE: District I Supervisor John Gioia, District II Supervisor Candace Andersen, District III Supervisor Diane
Burgis, District IV Supervisor Karen Mitchoff, District V Supervisor Federal D. Glover

C. 53 APPROVE and AUTHORIZE the Public Works Director, or designee, to execute on behalf of the County an
amendment to a power purchase agreement between the County and MFP CO II, LLC, to pay MFP $329,428 to
purchase solar facilities at 1750 Oak Park Boulevard and terminate the agreement as to those facilities, effective
July 31, 2020, as recommended by the Public Works Director, Pleasant Hill area. (100% General Fund)

AYE: District I Supervisor John Gioia, District II Supervisor Candace Andersen, District III Supervisor Diane
Burgis, District IV Supervisor Karen Mitchoff, District V Supervisor Federal D. Glover

C. 54 APPROVE and AUTHORIZE the Health Services Director, or designee, to execute a contract with Recovery
Innovations, Inc., in an amount not to exceed $1,290,630 to provide community-based mental health support
services and van transportation for adults, including the operation of Wellness and Recovery Centers and the
County’s Mental Health Service Provider Individualized Recovery Intensive Training program, for the period July
1, 2020 through June 30, 2021. (78% Mental Health Services Act; 22% Mental Health Realignment Fund)

AYE: District I Supervisor John Gioia, District II Supervisor Candace Andersen, District III Supervisor Diane
Burgis, District IV Supervisor Karen Mitchoff, District V Supervisor Federal D. Glover

C. 55 APPROVE and AUTHORIZE the Health Services Director, or designee, to execute a contract with Bateman
Community Living, LLC (dba Trio Community Meals), in an amount not to exceed $3,600,000 to provide meal
services for County's Senior Nutrition Program for the period July 1, 2020 through June 30, 2021 including a
three-month automatic extension through September 30, 2021 in an amount not to exceed $900,000. (100% Title I1T
C-1; Title IIT C-2 of the Federal Older Americans Act of 1965; Coronavirus Aid, Relief, and Economic Security
Act)

AYE: District I Supervisor John Gioia, District II Supervisor Candace Andersen, District III Supervisor Diane
Burgis, District IV Supervisor Karen Mitchoff, District V Supervisor Federal D. Glover

C. 56 APPROVE and AUTHORIZE the Health Services Director, or designee, to execute a contract with The
Center for Common Concerns, Inc. (dba HomeBase), in an amount not to exceed $311,150 to provide consultation
and technical assistance to the Department on the Continuum of Care planning and resource development for the
period July 1, 2020 through June 30, 2021. (71% Housing and Urban Development, 21% Federal Medi-Cal
Administrative Activities; 8% Kaiser Foundation Grant)

AYE: District I Supervisor John Gioia, District II Supervisor Candace Andersen, District III Supervisor Diane
Burgis, District IV Supervisor Karen Mitchoff, District V Supervisor Federal D. Glover

C. 57 APPROVE and AUTHORIZE the Health Services Director, or designee, to execute a contract with County of
Santa Clara for its Santa Clara Valley Medical Center, in an amount not to exceed $190,000 for the provision of
laboratory testing services for Contra Costa Regional Medical Center and Health Centers for the period July 1,
2020 through June 30, 2023. (100% Hospital Enterprise I Fund)



AYE: District I Supervisor John Gioia, District II Supervisor Candace Andersen, District III Supervisor Diane
Burgis, District IV Supervisor Karen Mitchoff, District V Supervisor Federal D. Glover

C. 58 APPROVE and AUTHORIZE the Health Services Director, or designee, to execute a contract with Hugo
Gonzales Therapy, Inc., in an amount not to exceed $324,000 to provide Medi-Cal specialty mental health services
for the period July 1, 2020 through June 30, 2022. (50% State Mental Health Realignment; 50% Federal Medi-Cal)

AYE: District I Supervisor John Gioia, District II Supervisor Candace Andersen, District III Supervisor Diane
Burgis, District IV Supervisor Karen Mitchoff, District V Supervisor Federal D. Glover

C. 59 APPROVE and AUTHORIZE the Purchasing Agent on behalf of the Health Services Department, to execute
a purchase order with Cardinal Health Pharmacy Services, LLC., in the amount not to exceed $30,000,000 to
purchase pharmaceuticals and related supplies for Contra Costa Regional Medical Center, Contra Costa Health
Centers, Martinez Detention Facility and Contra Costa Health Plan for the period September 1, 2020 through
August 31, 2021. (100% Hospital Enterprise Fund I)

AYE: District I Supervisor John Gioia, District II Supervisor Candace Andersen, District III Supervisor Diane
Burgis, District IV Supervisor Karen Mitchoff, District V Supervisor Federal D. Glover

C. 60 APPROVE and AUTHORIZE the Purchasing Agent to execute, on behalf of the Health Services Department,
a purchase order with Groupware Technology, in an amount not to exceed $56,376 for the purchase of PagerDuty,
Inc. software licenses and support for the period August 29, 2020 through August 30, 2023, and a Service Terms of
Use agreement with PagerDuty, Inc. (100% Hospital Enterprise Fund I)

AYE: District I Supervisor John Gioia, District II Supervisor Candace Andersen, District III Supervisor Diane
Burgis, District IV Supervisor Karen Mitchoff, District V Supervisor Federal D. Glover

C. 61 APPROVE and AUTHORIZE the Health Services Director, or designee, to execute a contract with Premier
Surgery Center, L.P., in an amount not to exceed $5,000,000 to provide ambulatory surgery services for Contra
Costa Health Plan Members for the period September 1, 2020 through August 31, 2022. (100% Contra Costa Health
Plan Enterprise Fund II)

AYE: District I Supervisor John Gioia, District II Supervisor Candace Andersen, District III Supervisor Diane
Burgis, District IV Supervisor Karen Mitchoff, District V Supervisor Federal D. Glover

C. 62 APPROVE and AUTHORIZE the Purchasing Agent to execute, on behalf of the Health Services Director, a
purchase order with OmniPro LLC, in an amount not to exceed $2,492,000 for the purchase of custom computers,
monitors, laptops, printers, scanners, and other hardware parts and accessories for the period July 1, 2020 through
June 30, 2023. (100% Hospital Enterprise Fund I)

AYE: District I Supervisor John Gioia, District II Supervisor Candace Andersen, District III Supervisor Diane
Burgis, District IV Supervisor Karen Mitchoff, District V Supervisor Federal D. Glover

C. 63 APPROVE and AUTHORIZE the Health Services Director, or designee, to execute a contract with CEP
America — AUC PC, in an amount not to exceed $300,000 to provide wound care services for Contra Costa Health
Plan Members for the period August 1, 2020 through July 31, 2023. (100% Contra Costa Health Plan Enterprise
Fund II)

AYE: District I Supervisor John Gioia, District II Supervisor Candace Andersen, District III Supervisor Diane
Burgis, District IV Supervisor Karen Mitchoff, District V Supervisor Federal D. Glover

C. 64 APPROVE and AUTHORIZE the Health Services Director, or designee, to execute a contract with
R.E.A.C.H. Project, in an amount not to exceed $1,041,092 to provide drug abuse prevention and treatment services
for youth and adults in East County for the period July 1, 2020 through June 30, 2021. (69% Drug Medi-Cal, 25%
Federal Substance Abuse Prevention and Treatment Set-Aside Grants; 6% Probation Department)

AYE: District I Supervisor John Gioia, District II Supervisor Candace Andersen, District III Supervisor Diane
Burgis, District IV Supervisor Karen Mitchoff, District V Supervisor Federal D. Glover



C. 65 APPROVE and AUTHORIZE the Health Services Director, or designee, to execute a contract with Consumer
Self-Help Center, in an amount not to exceed $255,620 to provide a Patients’ Rights Program for the period July 1,
2020 through June 30, 2021. (100% Mental Health Realignment)

AYE: District I Supervisor John Gioia, District IT Supervisor Candace Andersen, District III Supervisor Diane
Burgis, District IV Supervisor Karen Mitchoff, District V Supervisor Federal D. Glover

C. 66 APPROVE and AUTHORIZE the Health Services Director, or designee, to execute a contract with Public
Health Foundation Enterprises, Inc. (dba Heluna Health), in an amount not to exceed $515,829 to provide
consultation and technical assistance on community health promotion for the County’s Public Health Division’s
Health Emergency Unit and Health Services Department’s Emergency Medical Service Unit for the period July 1,
2020 through June 30, 2021. (100% Center for Disease Control)

AYE: District I Supervisor John Gioia, District IT Supervisor Candace Andersen, District III Supervisor Diane
Burgis, District IV Supervisor Karen Mitchoff, District V Supervisor Federal D. Glover

C. 67 APPROVE and AUTHORIZE the Health Services Director, or designee, to execute a contract with California
Psychiatric Transitions Incorporated, in an amount not to exceed $1,826,956 to provide adult residential care and
mental health services for the period September 1, 2020 through August 31, 2021. (100% Mental Health
Realignment)

AYE: District I Supervisor John Gioia, District IT Supervisor Candace Andersen, District III Supervisor Diane
Burgis, District IV Supervisor Karen Mitchoff, District V Supervisor Federal D. Glover

C. 68 APPROVE and AUTHORIZE the Health Services Director, or designee, to execute a novation contract with
NAMI Contra Costa in an amount not to exceed $618,000 to provide a Family Volunteer Network Program to
support families, significant others, and loved ones of consumers experiencing mental health issues for the period
July 1, 2020 through June 30, 2021, including a six-month automatic extension through December 31, 2021, in an
amount not to exceed $309,000. (100% Mental Health Services Act)

AYE: District I Supervisor John Gioia, District IT Supervisor Candace Andersen, District III Supervisor Diane
Burgis, District IV Supervisor Karen Mitchoff, District V Supervisor Federal D. Glover

C. 69 APPROVE and AUTHORIZE the Health Services Director, or designee, to execute on behalf of the County,
contract amendments with 28 community based behavioral health providers to modify the billing rates through
December 31, 2020, due to service delivery disruptions caused by COVID-19 with no change in the original
Payment Limits or terms.

AYE: District I Supervisor John Gioia, District IT Supervisor Candace Andersen, District III Supervisor Diane
Burgis, District IV Supervisor Karen Mitchoff, District V Supervisor Federal D. Glover

Other Actions

C. 70 ACCEPT the Office of the Public Defender's Stand Together Contra Costa 2020 Annual Report for the fiscal
year 2019-2020. (No fiscal impact)

AYE: District I Supervisor John Gioia, District II Supervisor Candace Andersen, District III Supervisor Diane
Burgis, District IV Supervisor Karen Mitchoff, District V Supervisor Federal D. Glover

C. 71 ACCEPT the document titled "Information About Serving on the "Advisory Council on Equal Employment
Opportunties (ACEEOQ), which provides information to potential members about serving on the council, as
recommended by the ACEEO.

AYE: District I Supervisor John Gioia, District II Supervisor Candace Andersen, District III Supervisor Diane
Burgis, District IV Supervisor Karen Mitchoff, District V Supervisor Federal D. Glover

C.72 ACCEPT the 2019 Advisory Council on Equal Employment Opportunity's (ACEEO) Annual Report, as
recommended by the County Administrator.




AYE: District I Supervisor John Gioia, District II Supervisor Candace Andersen, District III Supervisor Diane
Burgis, District IV Supervisor Karen Mitchoff, District V Supervisor Federal D. Glover

C. 73 DECLARE as surplus and AUTHORIZE the Purchasing Agent, or designee, to dispose of fully depreciated
vehicles and equipment no longer needed for public use, as recommended by the Public Works Director,
Countywide. (No fiscal impact)

AYE: District I Supervisor John Gioia, District II Supervisor Candace Andersen, District III Supervisor Diane
Burgis, District IV Supervisor Karen Mitchoff, District V Supervisor Federal D. Glover

C.74 APPROVE and AUTHORIZE the County Administrator, or designee, to execute an amendment to the
Emergency Occupancy Agreement between the County and 3150 Garrity Way, DE, LLC, for the Courtyard by
Marriott at 3150 Garrity Way, Richmond) to add a purchase option. (100% General Fund)

AYE: District I Supervisor John Gioia, District II Supervisor Candace Andersen, District III Supervisor Diane
Burgis, District IV Supervisor Karen Mitchoff, District V Supervisor Federal D. Glover

C. 75 APPROVE and AUTHORIZE the Health Services Director, or designee, to execute a cancellation of an
existing contract with Planned Parenthood Shasta Diablo, Inc. (dba Planned Parenthood Northern California),
effective June 30, 2020; and enter into a new contract with Planned Parenthood Shasta Diablo, Inc. to provide
training at their site for County’s Family Medicine Residency Program for the period from July 1, 2020 through
June 30, 2025. (Non-financial agreement)

AYE: District I Supervisor John Gioia, District II Supervisor Candace Andersen, District III Supervisor Diane
Burgis, District IV Supervisor Karen Mitchoff, District V Supervisor Federal D. Glover

C.76 ACCEPT the Small Business Enterprise, Outreach, and Local Bid Preference Programs Report, reflecting
departmental program data for the period July 1 - December 31, 2019, as recommended by the Internal Operations
Committee.

AYE: District I Supervisor John Gioia, District II Supervisor Candace Andersen, District III Supervisor Diane
Burgis, District IV Supervisor Karen Mitchoff, District V Supervisor Federal D. Glover

C. 77 APPROVE out-of-cycle allocation of 2020 Fish and Wildlife Propagation funds for two additional projects
totaling $27,023, as recommended by the Internal Operations Committee. (100% Fish and Wildlife Propagation
Fund)

AYE: District I Supervisor John Gioia, District II Supervisor Candace Andersen, District III Supervisor Diane
Burgis, District IV Supervisor Karen Mitchoff, District V Supervisor Federal D. Glover

C. 78 APPROVE the list of providers recommended by Contra Costa Health Plan's Peer Review and Credentialing
Committee on June 9, 2020, and by the Health Services Director, as required by the State Departments of Health
Care Services and Managed Health Care, and the Centers for Medicare and Medicaid Services.

AYE: District I Supervisor John Gioia, District II Supervisor Candace Andersen, District III Supervisor Diane
Burgis, District IV Supervisor Karen Mitchoff, District V Supervisor Federal D. Glover

C.79 ADOPT Resolution 2020/205 confirming Final Report for CSA EM-1 (Emergency Medical Services) and
setting assessments to be collected with the Fiscal Year 2020-21 property taxes, as recommended by the Health
Services Director.

AYE: District I Supervisor John Gioia, District II Supervisor Candace Andersen, District III Supervisor Diane
Burgis, District IV Supervisor Karen Mitchoff, District V Supervisor Federal D. Glover



GENERAL INFORMATION

The Board meets in all its capacities pursuant to Ordinance Code Section 24-2.402, including as the Housing Authority and the
Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency. Persons who wish to address the Board should complete the form provided for
that purpose and furnish a copy of any written statement to the Clerk.

Any disclosable public records related to an open session item on a regular meeting agenda and distributed by the Clerk of the
Board to a majority of the members of the Board of Supervisors less than 72 hours prior to that meeting are available for public
inspection at 651 Pine Street, First Floor, Room 106, Martinez, CA 94553, during normal business hours.

All matters listed under CONSENT ITEMS are considered by the Board to be routine and will be enacted by one motion. There
will be no separate discussion of these items unless requested by a member of the Board or a member of the public prior to the
time the Board votes on the motion to adopt.

Persons who wish to speak on matters set for PUBLIC HEARINGS will be heard when the Chair calls for comments from those
persons who are in support thereof or in opposition thereto. After persons have spoken, the hearing is closed and the matter is
subject to discussion and action by the Board. Comments on matters listed on the agenda or otherwise within the purview of the
Board of Supervisors can be submitted to the office of the Clerk of the Board via mail: Board of Supervisors, 651 Pine Street
Room 106, Martinez, CA 94553; by fax: 925-335-1913.

The County will provide reasonable accommodations for persons with disabilities planning to attend Board meetings who contact
the Clerk of the Board at least 24 hours before the meeting, at (925) 335-1900; TDD (925) 335-1915. An assistive listening
device is available from the Clerk, Room 106.

Copies of recordings of all or portions of a Board meeting may be purchased from the Clerk of the Board. Please telephone the
Office of the Clerk of the Board, (925) 335-1900, to make the necessary arrangements.

Forms are available to anyone desiring to submit an inspirational thought nomination for inclusion on the Board Agenda. Forms
may be obtained at the Office of the County Administrator or Office of the Clerk of the Board, 651 Pine Street, Martinez,
California.

Applications for personal subscriptions to the weekly Board Agenda may be obtained by calling the Office of the Clerk of the
Board, (925) 335-1900. The weekly agenda may also be viewed on the County’s Internet Web Page:
WWW.co.contra-costa.ca.us

STANDING COMMITTEES

The Airport Committee (Supervisors Karen Mitchoff and Diane Burgis) meets quarterly on the second Wednesday of the month
at 11:00 a.m. at the Director of Airports Office, 550 Sally Ride Drive, Concord.

The Family and Human Services Committee (Supervisors John Gioia and Candace Andersen) meets on the fourth Monday of
the month at 10:30 a.m. in Room 101, County Administration Building, 651 Pine Street, Martinez.

The Finance Committee (Supervisors John Gioia and Karen Mitchoff) meets on the fourth Monday of the month at 9:00 a.m. in
Room 101, County Administration Building, 651 Pine Street, Martinez.

The Hiring Outreach Oversight Committee (Supervisors Federal D. Glover and John Gioia) meets on the first Monday of
every other month at 1:00 p.m. in Room 101, County Administration Building, 651 Pine Street, Martinez.

The Internal Operations Committee (Supervisors Candace Andersen and Diane Burgis) meets on the second Monday of the
month at 1:00 p.m. in Room 101, County Administration Building, 651 Pine Street, Martinez.

The Legislation Committee (Supervisors Karen Mitchoff and Diane Burgis) meets on the second Monday of the month at 10:30
a.m. in Room 101, County Administration Building, 651 Pine Street, Martinez.

The Public Protection Committee (Supervisors Candace Andersen and Federal D. Glover) meets on the first Monday of the
month at 10:30 a.m. in Room 101, County Administration Building, 651 Pine Street, Martinez.

The Sustainability Committee (Supervisors Federal D. Glover and John Gioia) meets on the fourth Monday of every other


http://www.co.contra-costa.ca.us

month at 1:00 p.m. in Room 101, County Administration Building, 651 Pine Street, Martinez.

The Transportation, Water & Infrastructure Committee (Supervisors Candace Andersen and Karen Mitchoff) meets on the
second Monday of the month at 9:00 a.m. in Room 101, County Administration Building, 651 Pine Street, Martinez.

Airports Committee August 12, 2020 11:00 a.m. See above
Family & Human Services Committee August 24, 2020 9:00 a.m. See above
Finance Committee August 3, 2020 Canceled 9:00 a.m. See above
September 7, 2020 Canceled
October 5, 2020
Hiring Outreach Oversight Committee September 14, 2020 10:30 a.m. See above
Internal Operations Committee August 10, 2020 Canceled 10:30 a.m. See above
September 14, 2020
Legislation Committee August 10, 2020 1:00 p.m. See above
Public Protection Committee August 24, 2020 10:30 a.m. See above
Sustainability Committee September 28, 2020 1:00 p.m. See above
Transportation, Water & Infrastructure Committee August 10, 2020 9:00 a.m. See above

PERSONS WHO WISH TO ADDRESS THE BOARD DURING PUBLIC COMMENT OR WITH
RESPECT TO AN ITEM THAT IS ON THE AGENDA, MAY BE LIMITED TO TWO (2)
MINUTES

A LUNCH BREAK MAY BE CALLED AT THE DISCRETION OF THE BOARD CHAIR

AGENDA DEADLINE: Thursday, 12 noon, 12 days before the Tuesday Board meetings.

Glossary of Acronyms, Abbreviations, and other Terms (in alphabetical order):

Contra Costa County has a policy of making limited use of acronyms, abbreviations, and industry-specific language in its Board
of Supervisors meetings and written materials. Following is a list of commonly used language that may appear in oral
presentations and written materials associated with Board meetings:

AB Assembly Bill

ABAG Association of Bay Area Governments

ACA Assembly Constitutional Amendment

ADA Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990

AFSCME American Federation of State County and Municipal Employees
AICP American Institute of Certified Planners

AIDS Acquired Immunodeficiency Syndrome

ALUC Airport Land Use Commission

AOD Alcohol and Other Drugs

ARRA American Recovery & Reinvestment Act of 2009
BAAQMD Bay Area Air Quality Management District

BART Bay Area Rapid Transit District

BayRICS Bay Area Regional Interoperable Communications System
BCDC Bay Conservation & Development Commission

BGO Better Government Ordinance

BOS Board of Supervisors

CALTRANS California Department of Transportation

CalWIN California Works Information Network

CalWORKS California Work Opportunity and Responsibility to Kids
CAER Community Awareness Emergency Response

CAO County Administrative Officer or Office

CCCPFD (ConFire) Contra Costa County Fire Protection District
CCHP Contra Costa Health Plan

CCTA Contra Costa Transportation Authority



CCRMC Contra Costa Regional Medical Center

CCWD Contra Costa Water District

CDBG Community Development Block Grant

CFDA Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance

CEQA California Environmental Quality Act

CIO Chief Information Officer

COLA Cost of living adjustment

ConFire (CCCFPD) Contra Costa County Fire Protection District
CPA Certified Public Accountant

CPI Consumer Price Index

CSA County Service Area

CSAC California State Association of Counties

CTC California Transportation Commission

dba doing business as

DSRIP Delivery System Reform Incentive Program
EBMUD East Bay Municipal Utility District

ECCFPD East Contra Costa Fire Protection District

EIR Environmental Impact Report

EIS Environmental Impact Statement

EMCC Emergency Medical Care Committee

EMS Emergency Medical Services

EPSDT Early State Periodic Screening, Diagnosis and Treatment Program (Mental Health)
et al. et alii (and others)

FAA Federal Aviation Administration

FEMA Federal Emergency Management Agency

F&HS Family and Human Services Committee

First 5 First Five Children and Families Commission (Proposition 10)
FTE Full Time Equivalent

FY Fiscal Year

GHAD Geologic Hazard Abatement District

GIS Geographic Information System

HCD (State Dept of) Housing & Community Development
HHS (State Dept of ) Health and Human Services

HIPAA Health Insurance Portability and Accountability Act
HIV Human Immunodeficiency Syndrome

HOYV High Occupancy Vehicle

HR Human Resources

HUD United States Department of Housing and Urban Development
IHSS In-Home Supportive Services

Inc. Incorporated

I0C Internal Operations Committee

ISO Industrial Safety Ordinance

JPA Joint (exercise of) Powers Authority or Agreement
Lamorinda Lafayette-Moraga-Orinda Area

LAFCo Local Agency Formation Commission

LLC Limited Liability Company

LLP Limited Liability Partnership

Local 1 Public Employees Union Local 1

LVN Licensed Vocational Nurse

MAC Municipal Advisory Council

MBE Minority Business Enterprise

M.D. Medical Doctor

M.F.T. Marriage and Family Therapist

MIS Management Information System

MOE Maintenance of Effort

MOU Memorandum of Understanding

MTC Metropolitan Transportation Commission

NACo National Association of Counties

NEPA National Environmental Policy Act

OB-GYN Obstetrics and Gynecology



0.D. Doctor of Optometry

OES-EOC Office of Emergency Services-Emergency Operations Center
OPEB Other Post Employment Benefits

OSHA Occupational Safety and Health Administration

PARS Public Agencies Retirement Services

PEPRA Public Employees Pension Reform Act

Psy.D. Doctor of Psychology

RDA Redevelopment Agency

RFI Request For Information

RFP Request For Proposal

RFQ Request For Qualifications

RN Registered Nurse

SB Senate Bill

SBE Small Business Enterprise

SEIU Service Employees International Union

SUASI Super Urban Area Security Initiative

SWAT Southwest Area Transportation Committee

TRANSPAC Transportation Partnership & Cooperation (Central)
TRANSPLAN Transportation Planning Committee (East County)
TRE or TTE Trustee

TWIC Transportation, Water and Infrastructure Committee
UASI Urban Area Security Initiative

VA Department of Veterans Affairs

vs. versus (against)

WAN Wide Area Network

WBE Women Business Enterprise

WCCTAC West Contra Costa Transportation Advisory Committee
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Contra
To:  Board of Supervisors Costa
From: John Gioia, District I Supervisor Cou nty

Date: July 28,2020

Subject: INTRODUCTION OF ORDINANCE 20-22 RELATED TO A COUNTYWIDE 0.5% TRANSACTIONS AND USE
TAX

RECOMMENDATION(S):

INTRODUCE Ordinance No. 2020-22, establishing a general Countywide 0.5% transactions and use tax
(sales tax); WAIVE reading; and FIX August 4, 2020, for passage of the ordinance and adoption of a
resolution calling an election to submit the sales tax ordinance to the voters on November 3, 2020.

FISCAL IMPACT:

Up to $1,000,000 for printing of ballots, including analysis, arguments and other text translated into
multiple languages. In addition, the County previously provided $10,000 towards a poll to gauge
community interest in a transactions and use tax measure in partnership with community based
organizations and labor partners.

BACKGROUND:

At the November 4, 2019 meeting of the Finance Committee of the Board of Supervisors, committee
members Gioia and Mitchoff discussed the formulation of a Potential Sales Tax Measure Ad Hoc
Committee and considered input from staff and community members. The Ad Hoc Committee was tasked
with activating a larger, self-identified working group consisting of representatives of Community-Based
Organizations, Labor Organizations, and members of the public (collectively the "Working Group) charged
with the development and formulation of a Needs Assessment. All willing participants were invited to
attend and participate.

APPROVE | | OTHER

RECOMMENDATION OF CNTY ADMINISTRATOR |:| RECOMMENDATION OF BOARD COMMITTEE

Action of Board On:  07/28/2020 APPROVED AS RECOMMENDED OTHER

Clerks Notes:

VOTE OF SUPERVISORS

I hereby certify that this is a true and correct copy of an action taken and entered on the minutes of the Board
of Supervisors on the date shown.

ATTESTED: July 28,2020

Contact: John Gioia, (510) David J. Twa, County Administrator and Clerk of the Board of Supervisors
231-8686

By:, Deputy
cc: Hon. Deborah Cooper, Clerk-Recorder
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The first meeting of the Ad Hoc committee occurred on November 18, 2019. At this meeting,
Supervisors Gioia and Mitchoff directed staff to work with the California Department of Tax and Fee
Administration (CDTFA) on the logistics of listing a ballot measure and setting up collection contracts.
Staff also was directed to forward to the full Board of Supervisors the Committee’s recommendation to
begin discussions with County lobbyists regarding special legislation required to list a measure on the
ballot. Additionally, staff was directed to forward to the Board the recommendation to acknowledge that
the Governor would need to sign said special legislation. The Ad Hoc committee concluded by directing
district staff members Chris Wikler (Supervisor Mitchoff’s office) and Sonia Bustamante (Supervisor
Gioia’s office) to staff the Working Group.

The Working Group convened for its first meeting on December 2, 2019. At that meeting, Mariana
Moore of the Ensuring Opportunity Campaign & Josh Anijar of the Contra Costa Central Labor Council
were selected by those in attendance to serve as co-chairs of the working group. The Working Group
began to identify top-line vision statements and values to guide the creation of a Needs Assessment
report, as well as form smaller sub-groups to study specific issues and matters relative to the larger goal
of a general sales tax for County services.

The Working Group subsequently met on five occasions over the months of December 2019, January
2020 and February 2020. Members worked to distill and clarify the underserved needs of the County and
identified several thematic areas: health and emergency services, safety net services, housing, and early
childhood services. The group also retained Jim Ross of Telegraph LLC, a communications firm, to
advise the Working Group and assist with the formulation of the Needs Assessment Report. Mr. Ross’
services along with a poll of likely voters on a potential general services sales tax conducted by pollsters
FM3 were funded by labor unions and CBOs who participated in the Working Group process.

On April 8th, Senator Steve Glazer amended Senate Bill 1349 to include language providing relief to the
County and cities within the County for future transaction and use tax measures. The bill was
immediately referred to the Senate Governance and Finance Committee. The Senate Governance and
Finance Committee hearing on SB 1349 was scheduled for Thursday, May 21st. Supervisor Gioia along
with Concord Mayor Tim McGallian testified in support of the measure at the Senate committee
meeting on May 21st. Additionally, Chief Assistant County Administrator Tim Ewell and Concord City
Manager Valerie Barone have coordinated with cities in the County to collect letters of support for the
bill. Currently, letters of support have been received by the cities of Concord, Danville, Lafayette,
Pittsburg, San Ramon, Orinda and the Contra Costa Transportation Authority. In addition, the California
Labor Federation, California Professional Firefighters, California Teamsters Public Affairs Council,
SEIU California, IFPTE Local 21 and Office and Professional Employees International Union Local 29
have all provided letters of support as well.

The Potential Sales Tax Measure Ad Hoc Committee convened a meeting via video teleconference on
May 13th to receive the finalized Needs Assessment Report from the Working Group and provide
direction to staff. Supervisor Mitchoff noted the need for additional polling to determine the viability of
the measure, as well as her perspective that public safety should be a part of any ballot measure in
November. Supervisor Gioia agreed that there needs to be additional polling and suggested that the
co-chairs could bring further polling recommendations when presenting the Needs Assessment to the
Board of Supervisors. Supervisors Mitchoff and Gioia agreed to direct staff to forward the Needs
Assessment Report to the full Board of Supervisors, for consideration and direction to staff on next steps
regarding the Potential County-wide General Sales Tax measure at the May 26th meeting of the Board
of Supervisors.



On May 26th, the Board received an update on the status of Senate Bill 1349 and a presentation of the
Needs Assessment assembled by the Working Group. At that time, Senate Bill 1349 had been heard in
the Senate Governance and Finance Committee the previous week, but was ultimately scheduled for
reconsideration by the Committee due to a procedural issue on May 28th. The Committee authorized the
reconsideration and ultimately voted the bill out of Committee on June 3rd. The bill was passed on the
Senate Floor on June 11th and has been sent to the Assembly Local Government Committee for
consideration. In addition, after receiving a report on the Needs Assessment, the Board directed the
Working Group to return in mid-June with additional information about a second poll, including the
number of people to be polled, the type of questions to be asked and the cost estimate.

On June 16th, the Board authorized a cost share of $10,000 from the County to assist in polling the
community regarding the potential sales tax measure.

On July 14th, the Board received the results of polling, which showed that a transactions and use tax
would likely be successful if listed on the November 2020 General Election ballot. The Board
subsequently directed County Counsel to draft a transactions and use tax ordinance for introduction on
the July 28th agenda, which includes language stating that the ordinance is only to be placed on the
November 2020 ballot if the Legislature and the Governor approve Senate Bill 1349 no later than
August 24th.

Today's action introduces the transactions and use tax ordinance and requests that the Board fix adoption
of the ordinance and related resolution calling for the election for the August 4th regular meeting of the
Board. Staff has worked with the California Department of Tax and Fee Administration (previously the
California Board of Equalization) to draft the ordinance using template language for general transactions
and use taxes across the state with the exception of the language related to Senate Bill 1349 discussed
above. Should the ballot measure be successful, the CDTFA requires the County to enter into a contract
for collection and allocation of the tax receipts no later than April 1, 2021.

In addition, attached is a draft resolution designating the County Registrar of Voters as the election
official and directing that the ordinance by presented to the voters for approval at the November 3, 2020
General Election. The resolution also provides the proposed ballot language, using the language
previously developed for the most recent polling, and authorizes the County Administrator, or designee,
to file all necessary documents on behalf of the Board of Supervisors for the measure to be listed on the
November 2020 ballot. The resolution will be included with the ordinance for final adoption on August
4th.

There are two specific technical issues that staff would like the Board to take into account while
deliberating on this item:

1. Ordinance No. 20-22. Section III (b). This section contemplates the Effective Date of the tax
ordinance and makes listing of the ordinance on the November 2020 ballot conditional on the approval
of Sentate Bill 1349 (2020) by both the Legislature and the Governor on or before August 24, 2020.

There was significant discussion regarding this condition at the July 14, 2020 Board meeting; however,
it was unclear in the motion whether the Board's final desire was to condition listing the measure on
both the approval of the Legislature and the Governor OR just the Legislature. Staff has erred on the
side of caution in the current drafting of the proposed ordinance, but would appreciate the Board's
clarification at today's meeting. Should the Board wish to condition listing of the measure on only the
approval of the bill by the Legislature, then the words "...and signed by the Governor" would simply be
removed from Section III(b) of Ordinance No. 20-22 for the final adoption on August 4, 2020.



2. Draft Resolution Calling Election. This resolution is required to call an election for the
transactions and use tax ordinance, make certain findings and designate appropriate staffing to make
filings with the County Registrar, among other things. The resolution also includes the proposed ballot
language for consideration by voters. Staff has included the ballot language used as part of the most
recent polling and included a 20 year term for the tax.

Staff is requesting that the Board review the ballot language provide any edits, including a final
determination on the duration of the tax ordiance, to be included in a final version of the resolution to be
scheduled for adoption on August 4, 2020. It is important to note that ballot language is limited to 75
words or less.

CONSEQUENCE OF NEGATIVE ACTION:

The Board of Supervisors will not have formally introduced the transactions and use tax ordinance and
fixed the adoption for August 4th. This will result in no path for the ordinance to be adopted prior to the
August 7, 2020 deadline for ballot measures to be submitted to the County Registrar for the November
2020 General Election.

CLERK'S ADDENDUM

Speakers in support: No Name; Gabriel Lemus, President of Local 21,; Melody Howe
Weintraub, Multi-Faith Action Coalition; Dan Geiger, Budget Justice Coalition; Josh Anijar,
Contra Costa Central Labor Council; Alex Zobel, resident of Richmond; Tom Powers, American
Medical Response; Donald Lang, resident of Pittsburg; Elsie Mills, resident of Concord; Marianne
Moore, Ensuring Opportunity Campaign; Melvin Willis, City of Richmond; Jan Warren, Walnut
Creek resident.

Speakers in opposition: Debra Thompson; Randy, resident of Pleasant Hill; Resident of Contra
Costa; Resident of Contra Costa.

INTRODUCED Ordinance No. 2020-22, establishing a general Countywide 0.5% transactions and
use tax (sales tax) for a 20 year term; WAIVED reading; and FIXED August 4, 2020, for passage
of the ordinance and adoption of a resolution calling an election to submit the sales tax ordinance
to the voters on November 3, 2020.

ATTACHMENTS
Ordinance No. 20-22
DRAFT Resolution Calling for Election (for adoption on August 4, 2020)




ORDINANCE NO. 2020-22

(An Ordinance of the County of Contra Costa Imposing a Transaction and Use Tax to Be
Administered by the California Department of Tax and Fee Administration)

The people of the County of Contra Costa ordain as follows:

SECTION I. Chapter 64-18 is added to the Contra Costa County Ordinance Code, to read:

Chapter 64-18
TRANSACTIONS AND USE TAX
Article 64-18.2
General
64-18.202 Title. This ordinance shall be known as the County of Contra Costa Transactions and

Use Tax Ordinance. This ordinance shall be applicable in the incorporated and unincorporated
territory of the County.

(Ord. 2020- 22, § 1).

64-18.20 General Tax. The tax imposed by this chapter is a general tax under Article XII1C of

the California Constitution. The tax imposed by this chapter is enacted solely for general

governmental purposes and not for specific purposes. All of the proceeds from the tax imposed
by this chapter shall be placed in the County’s general fund and used for general governmental
purposes.

(Ord. 2020-22,81).

64-18.206 Operative Date. “Operative Date” means the first day of the first calendar quarter

commencing more than 110 days after the adoption of this ordinance by the voters, the date of

such adoption being as set forth below.

(Ord. 2020-22,81).

64-18.208 Purpose.

This ordinance is adopted to achieve the following purposes:

@) To impose a retail transactions and use tax in accordance with the provisions of Part 1.6
(commencing with Section 7251) of Division 2 of the Revenue and Taxation Code and
Section 7285 of Part 1.7 of Division 2 which authorizes the County to adopt this tax

ORDINANCE NO. 2020-22
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ordinance which shall be operative if a majority of the electors voting on the measure
vote to approve the imposition of the tax at an election called for that purpose.

(b) To adopt a retail transactions and use tax ordinance that incorporates provisions identical
to those of the Sales and Use Tax Law of the State of California insofar as those
provisions are not inconsistent with the requirements and limitations contained in Part 1.6
of Division 2 of the Revenue and Taxation Code.

(©) To adopt a retail transactions and use tax ordinance that imposes a tax and provides a
measure therefor that can be administered and collected by the California Department of
Tax and Fee Administration in a manner that adapts itself as fully as practicable to, and
requires the least possible deviation from, the existing statutory and administrative
procedures followed by the California Department of Tax and Fee Administration in
administering and collecting the California State Sales and Use Taxes.

(d) To adopt a retail transactions and use tax ordinance that can be administered in a manner
that will be, to the greatest degree possible, consistent with the provisions of Part 1.6 of
Division 2 of the Revenue and Taxation Code, minimize the cost of collecting the
transactions and use taxes, and at the same time, minimize the burden of record keeping
upon persons subject to taxation under the provisions of this ordinance.

(Ord. 2020-22, § 1).

Article 64-16.4

Transactions and Use Tax

64-18.402 Transaction Tax Rate. For the privilege of selling tangible personal property at
retail, a tax is hereby imposed upon all retailers in the incorporated and unincorporated territory
of the County at the rate of one half of one per cent (0.5%) of the gross receipts of any retailer
from the sale of all tangible personal property sold at retail in said territory on and after the
operative date of this ordinance.

(Ord. 2020-22, § 1).

64-18.404 Place of Sale. For the purposes of this ordinance, all retail sales are consummated at
the place of business of the retailer unless the tangible personal property sold is delivered by the
retailer or his agent to an out-of-state destination or to a common carrier for delivery to an out-
of-state destination. The gross receipts from such sales shall include delivery charges, when
such charges are subject to the state sales and use tax, regardless of the place to which delivery is
made. In the event a retailer has no permanent place of business in the State or has more than
one place of business, the place or places at which the retail sales are consummated shall be
determined under rules and regulations to be prescribed and adopted by the California
Department of Tax and Fee Administration.

ORDINANCE NO. 2020-22
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(Ord. 2020-22, § 1).

64-18.406 Use Tax Rate. An excise tax is hereby imposed on the storage, use or other
consumption in the County of tangible personal property purchased from any retailer on and after
the operative date of this ordinance for storage, use or other consumption in said territory at the
rate of one half of one per cent (0.5%) of the sales price of the property. The sales price shall
include delivery charges when such charges are subject to state sales or use tax regardless of the
place to which delivery is made.

(Ord. 2020-22, § 1).

64-18.408 Adoption of Provisions of State Law. Except as otherwise provided in this
ordinance and except insofar as they are inconsistent with the provisions of Part 1.6 of Division 2
of the Revenue and Taxation Code, all of the provisions of Part 1 (commencing with Section
6001) of Division 2 of the Revenue and Taxation Code are hereby adopted and made a part of
this ordinance as though fully set forth herein.

(Ord. 2020-22, §1).
64-18.410 Limitations on Adoption of State Law and Collection of Use Taxes.
In adopting the provisions of Part 1 of Division 2 of the Revenue and Taxation Code:

@ Wherever the State of California is named or referred to as the taxing agency, the name
of this County shall be substituted therefor. However, the substitution shall not be made
when:

1) The word "State™ is used as a part of the title of the State Controller, State
Treasurer, State Treasury, or the Constitution of the State of California;

@) The result of that substitution would require action to be taken by or against this
County or any agency, officer, or employee thereof rather than by or against the
California Department of Tax and Fee Administration, in performing the
functions incident to the administration or operation of this Ordinance.

(3) In those sections, including, but not necessarily limited to sections referring to the
exterior boundaries of the State of California, where the result of the substitution
would be to:

(A)  Provide an exemption from this tax with respect to certain sales, storage,
use or other consumption of tangible personal property which would not
otherwise be exempt from this tax while such sales, storage, use or other
consumption remain subject to tax by the State under the provisions of
Part 1 of Division 2 of the Revenue and Taxation Code, or;

ORDINANCE NO. 2020-22
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(b)

(B) Impose this tax with respect to certain sales, storage, use or other
consumption of tangible personal property which would not be subject to
tax by the state under the said provision of that code.

4) In Sections 6701, 6702 (except in the last sentence thereof), 6711, 6715, 6737,
6797 or 6828 of the Revenue and Taxation Code.

The word "County" shall be substituted for the word "State" in the phrase "retailer
engaged in business in this State™ in Section 6203 and in the definition of that phrase in
Section 6203.

1) “A retailer engaged in business in the County” shall also include any retailer that,
in the preceding calendar year or the current calendar year, has total combined
sales of tangible personal property in this state or for delivery in the State by the
retailer and all persons related to the retailer that exceeds five hundred thousand
dollars ($500,000). For purposes of this section, a person is related to another
person if both persons are related to each other pursuant to Section 267(b) of Title
26 of the United States Code and the regulations thereunder.

(Ord. 2020-22, § 1).

64-18.412 Permit Not Required. If a seller's permit has been issued to a retailer under Section
6067 of the Revenue and Taxation Code, an additional transactor's permit shall not be required
by this ordinance.

(Ord. 2020-22, § 1).

64-18.414 Exemptions and Exclusions.

(@)

(b)

There shall be excluded from the measure of the transactions tax and the use tax the
amount of any sales tax or use tax imposed by the State of California or by any city, city
and county, or county pursuant to the Bradley-Burns Uniform Local Sales and Use Tax
Law or the amount of any state-administered transactions or use tax.

There are exempted from the computation of the amount of transactions tax the gross
receipts from:

1) Sales of tangible personal property, other than fuel or petroleum products, to
operators of aircraft to be used or consumed principally outside the County in
which the sale is made and directly and exclusively in the use of such aircraft as
common carriers of persons or property under the authority of the laws of this
State, the United States, or any foreign government.

2 Sales of property to be used outside the County which is shipped to a point

outside the County, pursuant to the contract of sale, by delivery to such point by
the retailer or his agent, or by delivery by the retailer to a carrier for shipment to a

ORDINANCE NO. 2020-22
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(©)

(3)

(4)

()

consignee at such point. For the purposes of this paragraph, delivery to a point
outside the County shall be satisfied:

(A)  With respect to vehicles (other than commercial vehicles) subject to
registration pursuant to Chapter 1 (commencing with Section 4000) of
Division 3 of the Vehicle Code, aircraft licensed in compliance with
Section 21411 of the Public Utilities Code, and undocumented vessels
registered under Division 3.5 (commencing with Section 9840) of the
Vehicle Code by registration to an out-of-County address and by a
declaration under penalty of perjury, signed by the buyer, stating that such
address is, in fact, his or her principal place of residence; and

(B)  With respect to commercial vehicles, by registration to a place of business
out-of-County and declaration under penalty of perjury, signed by the
buyer, that the vehicle will be operated from that address.

The sale of tangible personal property if the seller is obligated to furnish the
property for a fixed price pursuant to a contract entered into prior to the operative
date of this ordinance.

A lease of tangible personal property which is a continuing sale of such property,
for any period of time for which the lessor is obligated to lease the property for an
amount fixed by the lease prior to the operative date of this ordinance.

For the purposes of subparagraphs (3) and (4) of this section, the sale or lease of
tangible personal property shall be deemed not to be obligated pursuant to a
contract or lease for any period of time for which any party to the contract or lease
has the unconditional right to terminate the contract or lease upon notice, whether
or not such right is exercised.

There are exempted from the use tax imposed by this ordinance, the storage, use or other
consumption in this County of tangible personal property:

1)

()

(3)

The gross receipts from the sale of which have been subject to a transactions tax
under any state-administered transactions and use tax ordinance.

Other than fuel or petroleum products purchased by operators of aircraft and used
or consumed by such operators directly and exclusively in the use of such aircraft
as common carriers of persons or property for hire or compensation under a
certificate of public convenience and necessity issued pursuant to the laws of this
State, the United States, or any foreign government. This exemption is in addition
to the exemptions provided in Sections 6366 and 6366.1 of the Revenue and
Taxation Code of the State of California.

If the purchaser is obligated to purchase the property for a fixed price pursuant to
a contract entered into prior to the operative date of this ordinance.

ORDINANCE NO. 2020-22
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(4)

()

(6)

(7)

If the possession of, or the exercise of any right or power over, the tangible
personal property arises under a lease which is a continuing purchase of such
property for any period of time for which the lessee is obligated to lease the
property for an amount fixed by a lease prior to the operative date of this
ordinance.

For the purposes of subparagraphs (3) and (4) of this section, storage, use, or
other consumption, or possession of, or exercise of any right or power over,
tangible personal property shall be deemed not to be obligated pursuant to a
contract or lease for any period of time for which any party to the contract or lease
has the unconditional right to terminate the contract or lease upon notice, whether
or not such right is exercised.

Except as provided in subparagraph (7), a retailer engaged in business in the
County shall not be required to collect use tax from the purchaser of tangible
personal property, unless the retailer ships or delivers the property into the County
or participates within the County in making the sale of the property, including, but
not limited to, soliciting or receiving the order, either directly or indirectly, at a
place of business of the retailer in the County or through any representative,
agent, canvasser, solicitor, subsidiary, or person in the County under the authority
of the retailer.

"A retailer engaged in business in the County" shall also include any retailer of
any of the following: vehicles subject to registration pursuant to Chapter 1
(commencing with Section 4000) of Division 3 of the Vehicle Code, aircraft
licensed in compliance with Section 21411 of the Public Utilities Code, or
undocumented vessels registered under Division 3.5 (commencing with Section
9840) of the Vehicle Code. That retailer shall be required to collect use tax from
any purchaser who registers or licenses the vehicle, vessel, or aircraft at an
address in the County.

(d) Any person subject to use tax under this ordinance may credit against that tax any
transactions tax or reimbursement for transactions tax paid to a County imposing, or
retailer liable for a transactions tax pursuant to Part 1.6 of Division 2 of the Revenue and
Taxation Code with respect to the sale to the person of the property the storage, use or
other consumption of which is subject to the use tax.

(Ord. 2020- 22, § 1).

Article 64-18.6

Administration
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64-18.602 Amendments. All amendments subsequent to the effective date of this ordinance to
Part 1 of Division 2 of the Revenue and Taxation Code relating to sales and use taxes and which
are not inconsistent with Part 1.6 and Part 1.7 of Division 2 of the Revenue and Taxation Code,
and all amendments to Part 1.6 and Part 1.7 of Division 2 of the Revenue and Taxation Code,
shall automatically become a part of this ordinance, provided however, that no such amendment
shall operate so as to affect the rate of tax imposed by this ordinance.

(Ord. 2020-22, § 1).

64-18.604 Enjoining Collection Forbidden. No injunction or writ of mandate or other legal or
equitable process shall issue in any suit, action or proceeding in any court against the State or the
County, or against any officer of the State or the County, to prevent or enjoin the collection
under this ordinance, or Part 1.6 of Division 2 of the Revenue and Taxation Code, of any tax or
any amount of tax required to be collected.

(Ord. 2020-22, § 1).

64-18.606 Termination Date. The authority to levy the tax imposed by this ordinance shall
expire on March 30, 2040 and as of that date it shall be repealed by operation of this section
unless a later ordinance is adopted prior to March 30, 2040 that shall have the effect of deleting
or extending the termination date set forth herein.

(Ord. 2020-22, § 1).

SECTION Il Severability. If any provision of this ordinance or the application thereof to any
person or circumstance is held invalid, the remainder of the ordinance and the application of such
provision to other persons or circumstances shall not be affected thereby.

(Ord. 2020-22. § 2).
SECTION Il Effective Date.

(A) The Board of Supervisors passed this ordinance on August 4, 2020, and approved
submitting this ordinance to the voters at an election to be held on November 3, 2020.
Within 15 days after passage by the Board of Supervisors, this ordinance shall be
published in a manner satisfying the requirements of Government Code Section 25124,
with the names of supervisors voting for and against it. If adopted by a majority of the
voters voting on the ordinance at an election on November 3, 2020, this ordinance shall
take effect immediately, pursuant to Elections Code section 9141.

(B) At the time that this ordinance was passed by the Board of Supervisors, Senate Bill 1349
(2020) was pending approval in the California Legislature. Notwithstanding anything to
the contrary herein, this ordinance shall only be placed on the ballot for adoption by the
voters if Senate Bill 1349 is approved by the Legislature and signed by the Governor on
or before August 24, 2020.

ORDINANCE NO. 2020-22
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(Ord. 2020-22, § 3).

SECTION IV Contract with State. Prior to the operative date, the County shall contract with
the California Department of Tax and Fee Administration to perform all functions incident to the
administration and operation of this transactions and use tax ordinance; provided, that if the
County shall not have contracted with the California Department of Tax and Fee Administration
prior to the operative date, it shall nevertheless so contract and in such a case the operative date
shall be the first day of the first calendar quarter following the execution of such a contract.

(Ord. 2020-22, 8 4).

SECTION V. Adjustment of Appropriations Limit. Pursuant to Article XII1B of the
Constitution of the State of California and applicable laws, the appropriations limit for the
County is hereby increased by the aggregate sum authorized to be levied by this tax for fiscal
year 2020-21 and each year thereafter.

(Ord. 2020-22, § 5).

PASSED by the Board of Supervisors by the following vote:
AYES:
NOES:
ABSENT:

ABSTAIN:

ATTEST: DAVID J. TWA,
Clerk of the Board of Supervisors Board Chair
and County Administrator

By: [SEAL]
Deputy

ORDINANCE NO. 2020-22
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A RESOLUTION CALLING FOR AN ELECTION AND ORDERING THE
SUBMISSION TO THE QUALIFIED ELECTORS OF CONTRA COSTA COUNTY A
MEASURE PROPOSING AN ORDINANCE ENACTING A COUNTYWIDE
TRANSACTIONS AND USE TAX AND ORDERING CONSOLIDATION OF THE
ELECTION ON THE TAX ORDINANCE WITH THE CONSOLIDATED GENERAL
ELECTION CALLED FOR NOVEMBER 3, 2020

WHEREAS, Contra Costa County provides important public services to its residents, such as
health care at the Contra Costa Regional Medical Center and community health centers, fire-
emergency response, crucial safety-net services, early childhood programs, services to protect
vulnerable populations, and other essential County services.

WHEREAS, the Board of Supervisors recognizes the need for increased funding to continue
providing critical County services and the difficulty of funding these services with revenues now
available.

WHEREAS, Contra Costa County can better meet the needs of its population with an additional
local source of revenue to fund essential County services.

WHEREAS, a half-cent (one-half of one percent) Countywide general transactions and use tax
(sales tax) would generate an estimated $81 million annually for 20 years.

WHEREAS, Revenue and Taxation Code section 7299.2 authorizes Contra Costa County to
impose by ordinance a transactions and use tax for general purposes to support Countywide
programs at a rate of no more than 0.5 percent, provided the ordinance proposing the tax is
submitted to the electorate and is approved by the voters voting on the ordinance pursuant to
Article XIII C of the California Constitution.

WHEREAS, Article XIIl C provides that a local government may impose a general tax after the
tax is submitted to the electorate and approved by a majority vote.

WHEREAS, the Board of Supervisors desires to place a half-cent (one-half of one percent)
Countywide general transactions and use tax (sales tax) on the ballot at the statewide general
election on November 3, 2020, and consolidate the election on the sales tax measure with other
elections to be held on that date.

NOW, THEREFORE, the Contra Costa County Board of Supervisors resolves as follows:

1. Pursuant to Elections Code section 9140 and Government Code section 53724, the Board
of Supervisors hereby calls and orders an election for the purpose of submitting
Ordinance No. 2020-22, attached as Exhibit A and incorporated herein by reference, to
the qualified electors of the County, with the election to be held on Tuesday, November
3, 2020.

2. The Board of Supervisors consents to the consolidation of the election on Ordinance No.
2020-22 with the statewide general election on Tuesday, November 3, 2020.

3. A ballot measure in substantially the following form shall be included on the ballot, in
addition to any other matters required by law to be on the ballot:



To keep Contra Costa’s regional hospital open and staffed; fund
community health centers; provide timely fire and emergency YES
response; support crucial safety-net services; invest in early
childhood services; protect vulnerable populations; and for other
essential county services, shall the Contra Costa County measure
levying a % cent sales tax, exempting food sales, providing an NO
estimated $81,000,000 annually for 20 years that the State cannot
take, requiring fiscal accountability, with funds benefitting County
residents, be adopted?

The proposed measure is a general tax and shall not take effect unless and until approved
by a vote of at least a majority of the voters voting on the question at the election. A
“yes” vote is a vote to approve the measure. A “no” vote is a vote to reject the measure.

Pursuant to Elections Code section 9119, the full text of Ordinance No. 2020-22 shall be
printed in the voter pamphlet.

The Elections Office and the County Administrator are hereby authorized and directed to
take any and all actions necessary under law to prepare for and conduct the general
election and appropriate all monies necessary for the Elections Office and County
Administrator to prepare and conduct the general election in a manner consistent with
state and local laws.

The Elections Office is directed and authorized to certify the results of the election on the
measure to the Contra Costa County Board of Supervisors.
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Contra
To:  Board of Supervisors Costa
From: David Twa, County Administrator Cou nty

Date: July 28,2020

Subject: 2020 TRUTH ACT COMMUNITY FORUM

RECOMMENDATION(S):
1. HOLD a community forum regarding the provision of access of certain individuals to the federal
Immigration and Customs Enforcement Agency, pursuant to Government Code section 7283.1(d);

a. RECEIVE opening staff report from the County Administrator's Office (Timothy M. Ewell,
Chief Assistant County Administrator);

b. PRESENTATION from Asian Americans Advancing Justice - Asian Law Caucus (Melanie Kim,
Staff Attorney);

c. RECEIVE report from the Sheriff-Coroner; (Hon. David O. Livingston, Sheriff-Coroner);

d. OPEN Public Comment

FISCAL IMPACT:
No fiscal impact.

APPROVE | | OTHER

RECOMMENDATION OF CNTY ADMINISTRATOR |:| RECOMMENDATION OF BOARD COMMITTEE

Action of Board On:  07/28/2020 APPROVED AS RECOMMENDED OTHER

Clerks Notes:

VOTE OF SUPERVISORS I hereby certify that this is a true and correct copy of an action taken and entered on the minutes of the
Board of Supervisors on the date shown.

ATTESTED: July 28,2020

Contact: Timothy M. Ewell, David J. Twa, County Administrator and Clerk of the Board of Supervisors
(925)335-1036

By: , Deputy

cc:



FISCAL IMPACT: NT'D
>

BACKGROUND:

In 2016, Governor Brown signed into law the Transparent Review of Unjust Transfers and Holds Act,
commonly referred to as the “TRUTH Act.” Beginning in 2018, the TRUTH Act required the governing
body of local government entities, such as Contra Costa County, to hold a community forum if a "local
law enforcement agency" operated by the governmental entity provided the federal Immigration and
Customs Enforcement (ICE) agency with "ICE access" to individuals for civil immigration

enforcement purposes during the prior calendar year. (Government Code section 7283.1(d))

The TRUTH Act defines a "local law enforcement agency" in a broader context than other areas of
statute. Specifically, the Act defines a “local law enforcement agency”, as a department that:

1. enforces criminal laws, regulations or local ordinances;

2. operates a jail or juvenile detention facility;

3. maintains custody of individuals in a jail or in a juvenile detention facility; OR
4. monitors compliance with probation or parole conditions

In addition, the term "ICE access" is defined by the TRUTH Act as any of the following:

1. Responding to an ICE hold, notification, or transfer request;

2. Providing ICE with advance notice of detention facility release information that is not otherwise
available to the public;

3. Providing ICE with non-public information regarding detention facility release dates, home or
work addresses;

4. Permitting ICE to interview an individual; OR

5. Providing ICE with probation or parole check-in dates and times

County Process to Determine Necessity of Community Forum

The County held its first TRUTH Act community forum in July 2018. At that time, since the definition
of "local law enforcement agency" described above is broad and the definition of "ICE access" is so
specific, the County Administrator's Office determined that each department within the County would be
required to certify the following to determine whether a community forum was required to be held
pursuant to statute:

1. Whether the department was a "local law enforcement agency" as defined by the TRUTH Act;
and

2. If the department is a "local law enforcement agency", then did the department provide "ICE
access" during the prior calendar year.

On May 22, 2020, the County Administrator again sent correspondence to department heads requesting
that each certify to the above two questions and provided for a four-week due diligence period before
responding. A copy of the County Administrator’s letter and Certification Form are included in today’s
agenda packet as Attachment A.

The Sheriff's Office reported as having met the statutory definition for providing ICE access in calendar
year 2019, which requires the Board of Supervisors to convene a community forum pursuant to



Government Code section 7283.1(d).

Community Forum Requirements and Request for Information

Once it has been determined that a community forum is necessary, statute provides that the community
forum be scheduled with thirty-days advance notice to the public and that local law enforcement agencies
participating in the forum may provide to the local governing board certain information. Specifically,
participating agencies may provide the number and demographic characteristics of individuals whose
information was disclosed to ICE through a hold, transfer, or notification request or through other

means. Further, the data may be provided in the form of statistics or, if such statistics are not maintained,
individual records, provided that personally identifiable information is redacted.

On June 26, 2020, the East Bay Times, a newspaper of general circulation within Contra Costa County,
published formal notice of the forum in compliance with the thirty-day public notice requirement. A
copy of the Proof of Publication issued by the East Bay Times is attached to today’s agenda packet as
Attachment B.

In addition to this formal notice, the date and time of the County's community forum has been circulated
with the assistance of members of the Board of Supervisors, the Contra Costa Immigrant Rights
Alliance (CCIRA), and the Office of Reentry and Justice. In addition, information regarding the forum
has been listed on the front page of the County website, was included in a press release to local media
and was provided to County labor organizations. Flyers describing this year's Forum were made
available in English and Spanish.

Public Accessibility

Following the conclusion of the 2018 TRUTH Act community forum, the Board of Supervisors directed
staff to provide interpretation in Spanish at the 2019 community forum. Simultaneous interpretation of
Forum proceedings in Spanish was successfully integrated at the 2019 Forum and will be available again
this. And, staff has worked closely with the Chair of the Board to identify other oppurtunities to enhance
public access to this year's forum.

For today's forum, the County is providing the following enhancements to public accessibility and
language access to maximize community involvement and participation:

1. Immigration Advocacy Presentation: Allow for a coordinated presentation by the
immigration advocacy community represented by Ms. Melanie Kim, Staff Attorney for the
Criminal Justice Reform Program at Asian Americans Advancing Justice - Asian Law Caucus, a
national non-profit with a mission to “...advance the civil and human rights for Asian
Americans and other underserved communities to promote a fair and equitable
society for all.” A copy of the PowerPoint presentation received by Ms. Kim is included as
Attachment C in English. A Spanish version is being translated and will be posted once available.

2. Real-Time Public Comment: Allow for “real-time” public comment to be submitted during
the forum, which allows interested parties that are unable to attend in-person due to the pandemic,
but are following the forum through the County’s television, web or mobile platforms an
opportunity to provide public comment through public call in line.

3. Written Public Comment: Allow for written public comment to be submitted and published
with agenda materials. This ensures that comments submitted in written format are published for




review by all parties participating in today's forum. To maintain compliance with the Better
Government Ordinance, only those written comments received as of Thursday, July 23, 2020 at
12:00 pm were to be included as attachments. No written public comment was received related to
this item.

4. Simultaneous Interpretation in Spanish: The County has engaged Continental Interpreting
Services, Inc., a provider of interpreting and translation services and equipment rentals, to provide
simultaneous interpretation of today's forum in Spanish. During the forum, two interpreters will
ensure that reports and commentary delivered in English will be interpreted in Spanish via the
County's stream services. In addition, during public comment, the interpreters will be available to
provide consecutive interpretation from Spanish to English.

For reference, the American Translators Association defines each type of interpretation referred to
above as the following:

* Simultaneous Interpretation: Simultaneous interpreting requires the interpreter to listen
and comprehend in one language (source) while "simultaneously" providing an interpretation
in a second language (target).

* Consecutive Interpretation: Consecutive interpreting requires the interpreter to hear
several complete sentences in one language (source) before the speaker stops to allow the
interpreter to provide an interpretation in a second language (target).

5. Consecutive Interpretation for Public Comment (upon request): In addition to
providing simultaneous interpretation in Spanish, the County has offered to provide consecutive
interpretation in other languages, upon request, for delivery of public comment to the Board of
Supervisors. This language accomodation was announced through outreach previously outlined.
Due to the logistics involved with securing a professional interpreter for an unknown set of
languages, the County requested notice from members of the public by Monday, July 20, 2020. As
of that date the County had not received a request for additional language accommodations and no
subsequent requests were made through Thursday, July 23, 2020 at 12:00 pm. For these reasons,
only consecutive interpretation in Spanish will be provided during public comment at today's
forum, as described in paragraph 4. above.

6. Translation of PowerPoint Presentations: In addition to providing interpretation of the
spoken word, the County has requested and made provision for the translation of PowerPoint
presentations to be used at today's forum from English to Spanish. Two PowerPoint presentations
are scheduled for today's forum:

* Sheriff's Office: Copies of the Sheriff's Office PowerPoint PowerPoint presentation are
attached to this board item in both English (Attachment D) and Spanish (Attachment E).

* Community Presentation: The County is in receipt of the PowerPoint presentation from
Asian Americans Advancing Justice. A copy of the PowerPoint presentation received is
included in English is in the process of being translated into Spanish.

Finally, the text of the TRUTH Act is included as Attachment F for reference.

CONSEQUENCE OF NEGATIVE ACTION:



The TRUTH Act community forum is required to be held by the governing board of a local agency
pursuant to Government Code section 7283.1(d) if a local law enforcement agency within that
jurisdiction has provided ICE access to an individual. The statute only requires that the community
forum be convened and does not require that any action be taken by the local governing board. Should
the Board choose not to hold the community forum it must be scheduled for a future date to comply with
state law.

CHILDREN'S IMPACT STATEMENT:
No impact.

CLERK'S ADDENDUM

Written commentary was provided by (attached): William Colin-Richardson, Central County Regional
Group; Efgenia Bravo, Central County Regional Group; Connie Chiba, resident of Moraga; Hector
Malvido, Ensuring Opportunity Campaign; Nicole Zapata, resident of Walnut Creek; Daniel Safran,
resident of Pleasant Hill; Debra Ballinger, Executive Director of Monument Impact; Carmen Chang,
resident of North Hollywood; Jennifer Morales, Monument Impact; Gabby Lazzeretti, resident of
Martinez; Linda Olvera, Freedom for Immigrants, Contra Costa Immigrant Rights Alliance; Tania
Pulido, resident of Richmond; Deborah Donovan, resident of Pleasant Hill; Jeanette McKillop, resident
of Walnut Creek; Linda Russell, resident of Pleasant Hill; Wayne and Helen Reznick, residents of
Clayton; Marianne Callahan, resident of Concord; Meg Keeley, resident of Walnut Creek; Nancy
Moran, resident of Walnut Creek; Sally Edgerton, resident of Walnut Creek; Emily Hampshire, resident
of Walnut Creek; Elizabeth Copley, resident of Walnut Creek; Lynne White, resident of Concord; Sheli
Cryderman, resident of Concord; Rose Barreto, resident of Contra Costa; Elsie Mills, Showing Up for
Racial Justice; Liz Miller, resident of Danville.

Chair Andersen noted that language translation services in other languages were offered and no
requests were received.

Tim Ewell, Deputy County Administrator, noted that a period for written public comment was provided.

As of the publishing date of the agenda, none were received. Seven comments were received subsequent
to that and uploaded to the agenda system online. Additional communications received will be included

in the minutes of the meeting.

Today's presentations have been provided in Spanish as well as English. Contra Costa Television,
Department of Information Technology and the interpreter service have worked to make the streaming
broadcast of this meeting interpreted simultaneously into Spanish in real time, available via a link on the
county website. Additionally there is closed caption service in Spanish. The real-time webcast is live on
YouTube.

CONVENED the community forum; by unanimous vote, ACCEPTED into the record public
commentary and a spanish translation received after the publication of the agenda; Received staff report
from the Chief Assistant County Administrator; RECEIVED the presentation from Asian Americans

Advancing Justice - Asian Law Caucus; and RECEIVED a report from the Sheriff-Coroner.

AGENDA ATTACHMENTS

Attachment A - Letter: County Administrator to Department Heads re: TRUTH Act Certification,
May 22, 2020

Attachment B - TRUTH Act Community Forum Public Notice - Proof of Publication
Attachment C - Presentation: Advancing Justice - Asian Law Caucus

Attachment D — Presentation: Sheriff’s Office

Attachment E - Presentacion: Oficina del Sheriff

Attachment F - Assembly Bill 2792 (Chapter 768, Statutes of 2016)




Attachment G - Public comment emails received in Clerk of the Board by noon on Monday, July
27,2020

Attachment H - Truth Act Forum Presentation - Spanish
MINUTES ATTACHMENTS
Correspondence Received




County of Contra Costa
OFFICE OF THE COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR

MEMORANDUM
DATE: MAY 22,2020 'Via Electronic Mail
TO: DEPARTMENT HEADS
FROM: DAVID J. TWA, County Administrator /vf
By: Timothy M. Ewell, Chief Assistant County Administrator l ’

SUBJECT: COMPLIANCE WITH TRUTH ACT — ASSEMBLY BILL 2792 (Chapter
768, Statutes of 2016)

In 2016, then Governor Brown signed into law Assembly Bill 2792 (Chapter 768, Statutes of
2016) also known as the “TRUTH Act” (the “Act”). This legislation further regulated the
cooperation of state and local governments with the federal government related to immigration
enforcement activities.

Beginning in 2018, the Act required governing bodies of local governments to hold a
“Community forum” if a law enforcement agency within that local government provided the
U.S. Immigration and Customs Enforcement (ICE) agency access to undocumented immigrants
during the prior calendar year. For purposes of counties, several departments may be considered
“local law enforcement agencies” pursuant to the Act through enforcement of “criminal statutes,
regulations, or ordinances” as part of mandated service delivery to the public. Specifically, local
law enforcement agencies are defined by the Act as:

“... any agency of a city, county, city and county, special district, or other political
subdivision of the state that is authorized to enforce criminal statutes, regulations, or
local ordinances; or to operate jails or to maintain custody of individuals in jails; or to
operate juvenile detention facilities or to maintain custody of individuals in juvenile
detention facilities; or to monitor compliance with probation or parole conditions.”

Similarly, the Act defines “ICE Access” very broadly to mean:
“...for the purposes of civil immigration enforcement, including when an individual is
stopped with or without their consent, arrested, detained, or otherwise under the control
of the local law enforcement agency, all of the following:

(1) Responding to an ICE hold, notification, or transfer request.

(2) Providing notification to ICE in advance of the public that an individual is being or
will be released at a certain date and time through data sharing or otherwise.

(3) Providing ICE non-publicly available information regarding release dates, home
addresses, or work addresses, whether through computer databases, jail logs, or
otherwise.



Compliance with the TRUTH Act ' ‘ May 22, 2020
Assembly Bill 2792 (Chapter 768, Statutes of 2016) Page 2

(4) Allowing ICE to interview an individual.

(5) Providing ICE znformatzon regarding dates and times of probation or parole
checkins.

To ensure compliance with the community forum requirement of the Act, I am requesting that
each department head complete the attached certification form to determine the following for the
period January 1, 2019 through December 31, 2019: 1) Did your department qualify as a local
law enforcement agency as defined by the Act, and 2) If yes, did your department provide ICE
with access, as defined above.

Based on your responses the County Administrator’s Office will be reaching out to you in
preparation for a TRUTH Act Community Forum, which has been scheduled for Tuesday. July
28, 2020.

Please complete the attached TRUTH Act Certification Form and return to Chief Assistant
County Administrator Timothy Ewell via email at timothy.ewell@cao.cccounty.us no later than
close of business on Friday, June 19, 2020. Should you have any questions regarding the
definitions described above, whether or not your department enforces criminal statutes as defined
by the Act or any other issues related to the TRUTH Act, please contact Mr. Ewell at (925) 335-
1036 or Deputy County Counsel Cynthia Schwerin at (925) 335-1874 prior to completing and
returning your certification form.

Attachment(s)




CALIFORNIA TRUTH ACT
2020 CERTIFICATION FORM

To ensure compliance with the Community Forum requirement of the TRUTH Act, each department head
must complete this attached certification form to determine: 1) whether your department qualifies as a
local law enforcement agency, and 2) if so, whether your department provided the Immigration Customs
Enforcement agency with access to individuals at any time in calendar year 2019. Based on your responses,
the County Administrator’s Office may be reaching out to you to assist in preparing for a TRUTH Act
Community Forum later this summer.

Please return this form electronically to Chief Assistant County Administrator Timothy Ewell
(timothy.ewell@cao.cccounty.us) no later than close of business June 19, 2020.

Complete STEP 1 below and STEP 2 (if necessary):

STEP 1. Does your department do any of the following?
e enforces criminal laws, regulations or local ordinances;
e operates a jail or juvenile detention facility;
e maintains custody of individuals in a jail or in a juvenile detention facility; OR
e monitors compliance with probation or parole conditions

Yes [GO TO STEP 2]
[INo [STOP]

STEP 2. In calendar year 2019, did your department provide access to the Immigration and Customs
Enforcement (ICE) agency for civil immigration enforcement activities?

“ICE Access” is defined as providing any of the following to ICE:

e Responding to an ICE hold, notification, or transfer request;

e Providing ICE with advance notice of release information;

e Providing ICE with non-public information regarding release dates, home or work addresses;
e Permitting ICE to interview an individual; OR

e Providing ICE with probation or parole check-in dates and times

" OvYes
CINo

| declare that the information provided by me on the above form is true and correct to the best of my
knowledge and belief.

Department Head Signature  Department Head Name Department Name



Contra Costa Times
2850 Shadelands Dr., Ste. 101
Walnut Creek, CA 94598
925-943-8019

2004197

CLERK OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
STEPHANIE MELLO

651 PINE ST., 1ST FL.

MARTINEZ, CA 94553-1275

PROOF OF PUBLICATION
FILE NO. 3125 Truth Act 7/28/20

In the matter of
Contra Costa Times

| am a citizen of the United States. | am over the age of eighteen
years and | am not a party to or interested in the above entitled
matter. | am the Legal Advertising Clerk of the printer and publisher
of the Contra Costa Times, a newspaper published in the English
language in the City of Walnut Creek, County of Contra Costa,
State of California.

| declare that the Contra Costa Times is a newspaper of general
circulation as defined by the laws of the State of California as
determined by court decree dated October 22, 1934, Case Number
19764. Said decree states that the Contra Costa Times is adjudged
to be a newspaper of general circulation for the City of Walnut
Creek, County of Contra Costa and State of California. Said order
has not been revoked.

| declare that the notice, of which the annexed is a printed copy,
has been published in each regular and entire issue of said
newspaper and not in any supplement thereof on the following
dates, to wit:

06/26/2020

| certify (or declare) under the penalty of perjury that the foregoing
is true and correct.

Executed at Walnut Creek, California.
On this 27th day of June, 2020.

Clpntins Zyel

Signature

r.BP316-07/17/17

Legal No.

NOTICE OF COMMUNITY FORUM

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that on July 28, 2020
at 9:30 am in the Contra Costa County Board of
Supervisors Chambers, 651 Pine Street, 1st
Floor, Martinez, CA, a community forum will be
held as required by Government Code § 7283.1
regarding access to individuals provided to
the federal Immigration and Customs Enforce-
ment (ICE) agency during the 2019 calendar
year for civil immigration enforcement purpos-
es.

If the Governor’s Executive Order N-29-20 and
the County Health Officer's Shelter Order re-
quiring social distancing remain in effect on
July 28, 2020, in lieu of a public gathering the
Board of Supervisors meeting will be accessi-
ble to the public via television on the following
channels: Comcast/Xfinity Channel 27, AT&T U-
Verse Channel 99 and Wave Channel 32. The
meeting will also be accessible via live-
streaming at: https://www.contracosta.ca.gov
/6086/Video-Library. Members of the public
will be able to participate in the community fo-
rum and address the Board by calling the tele-
phone number and access code listed on the
front page of the July 28, 2020 Board of Super-
visors agenda, which can be accessed at the
following link at least 96 hours prior to the
meeting: https://www.contracosta.ca.gov/466
4/Board-Meeting-Agendas-and-Videos.

Alternatively, if the Board of Supervisors con-
ducts a live community forum on July 28, 2020,
it will be held in the Board Chambers, County
Administration Building, 651 Pine Street, Marti-
nez, California. Members of the public will be
able to appear in person at the community fo-
rum as well as view the meeting on television
and via livestreaming.

Dated: June 23, 2020

DAVID J. TWA

Clerk of the Board of Supervisors and
County Administrator

June McHuen, Deputy Clerk
CCT #6494809; Jun. 26, 2020

0006494809



CONTRA COSTA COUNTY:
THE TRUTH ACT

Presented by:
Melanie Kim, Staff Attorney
Advancing Justice — Asian Law Caucus

July 28, 2020




Contra Costa Immigrant Rights
Alliance (CCIRA)



o The Contra Costa Immigrant Rights

Alliance (CCIRA) was established in
2017 by legal and community-based
organizations aiming to advance
immigrant rights and promote resources
for all Contra Costa residents regardless
of immigration status.

CCIRA was formed after an article was
published in the East Bay Express about
the Probation Department and the
Custody Alternative Facility turning
people over to ICE during appointments.

Ambushed: Contra Costa County Law
Enforcement Sets Up Surprise Stings To Help
Federal Immigration Agents Arrest and
Deport Immigrants

Chris Kim said his arrest and detention by ICE, with assistance from the Contra
Costa Sheriff's Office, cost him his jobs, car, and apartment.

Image credit: Bert johnson

From:

Story: Ambushed: Contra Costa County Law Enforcement Sets Up Surprise Stings
To Help Federal Immigration Agents Arrest and Deport Immigrants (January 10,
2017)

Uploaded: | Post / Read Comments (14)

Credit: Bert Johnson / East Bay
Express



Activities and Accomplishments

o In 2017, CCIRA successfully secured funding through a
foundation-county partnership to establish Stand
Together Contra Costa, a county rapid response system
to respond to increasing immigration enforcement.

o In March 2018, Stand Together officially launched with a
24-hour hotline, two attorneys, and a coordinator.



- Key CA Immigrant Rights Laws



Concerns About ICE Entanglement with

Local Law Enforcement
N e

2 Fosters distrust between immigrant communities
and local law enforcement. Makes immigrant
communities view local law enforcement and
ICE as the same entity

2 Unnecessarily expends local resources on
Immigration enforcement, which is not a
responsibility of the Sheriff's department

2 Opens local law enforcement up to liability



CA Laws That Disentangle ICE From Local Law

Enforcement
S RN

. CATRUTH Act (AB 2792) (Gov't Code §8§ 7283 et
seq.) (effective Jan. 2017)

2 Increases transparency around local law
enforcement agencies that choose to
collaborate with ICE either by notifying ICE of
release dates or facilitating transfers of
community members to ICE.



o The CA Values Act, signed

CA Values Act (SB 54)

into law by Gov. Brown on
October 5, 2017, Is a state
law that limits state and

local resources from being - el S P T o
used to carry out & \Fﬁ““"‘ CALIFORN\}
Immigration detentions and f”’: uhlA m ‘ gupPGRXSBSL\SUPP

deportations. 0T Sk OR .

Credit: Irfan Khan / Los Angeles
Times



POLICE-ICE TACTIC UNDER SB 54

Immigration Holds Prohibited.

==,

——

Making arrests Prohibited.
on civil

immigration

warrants

287g Prohibited.

Asking about

N . X Prohibited.
immigration
status or using

immigration
agents as interpreters.

Sharing personal

info with ICE ()4
(e.g., work,

home addresses)

release dates
- -

Prohibited uniess publicly available.

i - |
Notifying ICE of é Prohibited uniess:

* Revised TRUST Act exception applies, including:

Conviction for a felony punishable by imprisonment in state prison at any time

Conviction within past 15 years for any other specified felony. The 15-year “wash" is an
improvement on the old TRUST Act standard.

Conviction within the past 5 years for a misdemeanor for a specified wobbler offense.

Charges for a crime that is serious, violent, or punishable by a term in state prison if finding
of probable cause has been made by a magistrate pursuant to PC 872.

« If release dates/times are already publicly available, can be shared

Source: ICE Out of California Coalition



POLICE-ICE TACTIC

UNDER SB 54

Transfers to ICE e

-
©

Local arrests

for “criminal”

violations @
of immigration

law

Prohibited uniess:

* Revised TRUST Act exception applies (see above under notifications)

* Warrant or probable cause determination from a judge that someone has violated
federal criminal immigration law.

Local law enforcement required to report number of transfers and basis for transfer to
Attorney General's Office.

Prohibited except local law enforcement may arrest someone for unlawful re-
entry following deportation if

* The re-entry is detected during an unrelated law enforcement activity, and
* The person has a prior “aggravated felony” conviction

Any person arrested for unlawful reentry may be transferred to ICE only if a revised
TRUST exception applies.

ICE interviews

prison

TRUTH Act protections essentially expanded to prisons (can't be interviewed by ICE
unless sign consent form prior to interview). Prohibition on providing office space
exclusively dedicated to ICE in local jails.

Joint Task

<& [ J
forces A\_A
=1

[

Databases

Some limitations and reporting requirements imposed.
* Primary purpose of task force must be unrelated to immigration enforcement, and
* Participation does not violate any local law or policy.

* Local law enforcement required to report information about joint taskforce
operations to CA Attorney General and information is available as a public record.

Attorney General will draft advisory guidelines to ensure that databases are not
used for immigration enforcement. State and local law enforcement agencies are
encouraged but not required, to adopt guidelines.

Source: ICE Out of California Coalition
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Activities and Accomplishments

. 2019 Truth Act Forum Advancement: Contra
Costa Sheriff states that ICE transfers ended July
31, 2019 after public outcry.

. SB 54 US Supreme Court Victory
. States are never obligated to work for ICE. Clearer
now more than ever that any collaboration with ICE
IS purely voluntary.



- Contra Costa County & ICE

12



CCIRA’s Concerns with the Sheriff
S RN

CCIRA’s meetings with members of the Sheriff's Office

. CCIRA is appreciative of the staff who met with CCIRA In
October 2019 and January 2020

- CCIRA provided recommended changes to Sheriff's
Policy 1.02.28 in November 20109.

- Progress was made at our meetings, but CCIRA did not
get confirmation whether CCIRA’s recommendations were
adopted.

- Sheriff’'s Office halted meetings because one participant
from their office retired. 12



ICE During COVID-19

ICE DETAINEE WHO DIED OF COVID-19

SUFFERED HORRIFYING NEGLECT

Ryan Devereaux
!

IF THERE'S ONE thing the men locked inside the Otay Mesa Detention
Center want the world to know, it’s that Carlos Ernesto Escobar Mejia
didn’t need to die. The 57-year-old passed away in a southern California
hospital on May 6, becoming the first person in Immigration and Customs
Enforcement custody to lose their life to Covid-19. The men who knew
him fear that he won’t be the last.

= Q

Gz
(l_; How ICE Helped Spread the Coronavirus

COVID-19 cases among immigrant detainees
could be 15 times higher than ICE reports,

As many as 9 percent of the people who ad /ID-19 have been transferred by I
once while actively contagious, according to a Vera Institute of Justice study.

By Carmen Sesin
Immigration and Customs Enforcement could be severely
underreporting the number of COVID-19 infections in detention

centers, according to estimated projections released Tuesday by the
Vera Institute of Justice.

LI-INhal-1 08 JULY 21, 2020

Whistleblowers Say an ICE Detention Center
Used Deceptive Tricks to Conceal COVID
Outbreak

One was instiucted to crank the AC to “freeze out™ high-fever detainees who ICE wanted to deport.

ﬁ NOAH LANARD




CCIRA’s Concerns with the Sheriff:
_— Publishing Release Dates

e The Sheriff continues to publish release dates of
Individuals eligible for release from county jall
online.

o Sheriff will iImplement release date online
system that will require input of personal info.
But may take 2 years to launch.

o CCIRA proposed an interim solution while a
new system, but not adopted: Email interested
reentry groups release dates instead.



Daily Scheduled Release Report |

Report Run Time: 7/22/2020 6:15:21AM

Name Scheduled Release Date

08/09/2020
07/22/2020
08/22/2020
10/02/2020
10/21/2020

N ames 09/17/2020

08/13/2020
re d aCted 09/23/2020
10/03/2020
09/28/2020
07/26/2020
11/02/2020
08/21/2020
07/28/2020
07/23/2020
08/04/2020
07/25/2020
07/28/2020



CCIRA’s Concerns with the Sheriff: ICE
Notifications

- The Sheriff continues to respond to ICE
notification requests.

- These practices are especially cruel given
that COVID-19 is running rampant inside ICE
facilities. People in ICE custody are
vulnerable to grave iliness or death.



CCIRA’s Recommendations for the Sheriff

Recommendation #1:

Adopt CCIRA’s recommendations to Sheriff's
Immigrant Policy and provide the current
version of the Sheriff's Policy to the
community, including the office’s updated
policy ending ICE transfers.




Immediate Recommendations for the

Sheriff's Office
S RN

Recommendation #2:

Stop ALL naotifications to ICE of release dates
through communications w/ ICE and through
the publishing release dates online.




Rationale for Recommendation #2

1 O

Posting release date information only after SB 54 went into effect
could be construed as using resources to engage in immigration
enforcement, which is prohibited by SB 54.

Encourages ICE to show up at the jail at the point of release to
conduct immigration arrests.

Deters immigrant community members from going to the jail to visit
or receive their loved ones.

ICE notifications and publishing release dates is voluntary.
Subjects immigrants to double punishment. ICE detention could be
a death sentence during the pandemic.



Questions for the Sheriff's Office (1 of 2)

1. Will the Sheriff share the version of Sheriff's Policy 1.02.28
his office is currently working under?
a. Has the Sheriff issued a written policy reflecting his
commitment to end all ICE transfers from Coco jails?
2. How many ICE detainer/notification requests did the
Sheriff’'s Office receive in 2019 and during the pandemic?
a. What did these requests ask of the Sheriff’'s Office (e.g.
hold, notify, or transfer)? How many did the Sheriff's
Office comply with? Since the pandemic, how many ICE
reguests have the Sheriff answered?



Questions for the Sheriff's Office (2 of 2)

3. How many notifications to ICE did the Sheriff make in 2019 and
during the pandemic?

4. Why does the Sheriff continue to publish release dates online
when both Immigrant Rights and Reentry organizations have asked
him to stop?

5. Will the Sheriff's Office adopt CCIRA’s interim solution of
emailing reentry organizations release dates?

6. Does the Sheriff Office know when the new online platform that
will require personal information search terms to populate release
dates will launch?



Questions?

Contact information:

Melanie Kim

Staff Attorney

Advancing Justice — Asian Law Caucus
(415) 848-7725
melaniek@advancingjustice-alc.org



Contra Costa County
| Office of the Sherift
|CE Access Forum — 2019 Report
Cal Gov. Code Section 7283.1(d)



Contra Costa County
Office of the Sheriff

ICE Access Forum — 2019 Report
Background

1. Review current Sheriff’s Office General Policy on
Immigration Status

2. Brief overview of Field Operations relative to ICE Access
3. Overview of Custody Operations relative to ICE Access

4. COVID-19 Custody Situational Report



Contra Costa County
Office of the Sheriff

ICE Access Forum — 2019 Report

Sheriff’s Office General Policy No. 1.02.28

1. “No person shall be contacted, detained or arrested solely on the basis of his
or her immigration status.”

2. “...the immigration status of a person, and the lack of immigration
documentation should have no bearing on the manner in which Deputies
execute their duties.”



Contra Costa County

Office of the Sheriff
ICE Access Forum — 2019 Report

Sheriff’s Office General Policy No. 1.02.28 (Continued)

4. IMMIGRATION DETAINERS: “The request to detain will not be honored.”

5. IMMIGRATION REQUEST FOR NOTIFICATION (ICE Form 1-247A): Allowed but
only in compliance with The Truth Act (Cal Gov. Code Section 7282.5).

6. Notifications of anticipated release dates are honored only for inmates held

for certain charges, specifically inmates convicted of a serious or a violent felony
(PC Sections 1192.7(c) and 667.5(c)).



Contra Costa County

Office of the Sheriff
ICE Access Forum — 2019 Report

Field Operations — Patrol & Investigations

1.

e W

Deputies cover the entire county — 750 square miles with a population of
1.2 million.

Patrol Division includes servicing 521 square miles of unincorporated area.
Serve a population of nearly 175,000 residents.

Responded to 168,644 calls for service last year.

Field Operations does not do any immigration enforcement.



Contra Costa County

Office of the Sheriff
ICE Access Forum — 2019 Report

Custody Services Bureau

1. We book ADULTS only for all law enforcement agencies in the county.

2. We booked approximately 24,600 inmates into Martinez Detention in 2019



Contra Costa County
Office of the Sheriff
ICE Access Forum — 2019 Report

ICE ACCESS INFORMATION - 2019

ICE 1-247a Requests for Notification - 2019 ICE I-247A Requests for Notification:
Total Requests Received: 495
Total Notifications Made: 129 (26%)

Notifications on Same Person: 33

m ICE Requests Made  ® ICE Requests Granted Net Total NOtIfICatIOnS Made- 96
(19.39%))

July 28, 2020



ICE ACCESS INFORMATION - 2019

Contra Costa County
Office of the Sheriff

ICE Access Forum — 2019 Report

Demographic Data For Those Notifications Made to ICE (n=96)

Hispanic
Asian
Black
White
Other

72
18

N W=

Male
Female

94
2



Contra Costa County
Office of the Sheriff

ICE Access Forum — 2019 Report

ICE ACCESS INFORMATION - 2019
Actual Examples of Qualifying Prior Convictions for “Serious” or
“Violent” Felonies [Penal Code Sections 1192.7(c) & 667.5 (c).]

Persons Conviction Type Description of Charges
Convicted

71 Miscellaneous Felonies  Grand Theft, Sales of Narcotics, Burglary
4 Penal Code 187 Murder or Attempted Murder

5 Penal Code 211 Robbery

2 Penal Code 215(A) Carjacking

11 Penal Code 245 Assault with a Deadly Weapon

2 Penal Code 261 Rape

1 Penal Code 646.9(A) Stalking

July 28, 2020 9



Contra Costa County

Office of the Sheriff
ICE Access Forum — 2019 Report

ICE ACCESS INTERVIEWS - 2019

REQUESTS FOR ICE INTERVIEWS - 2019 (Cal Gov Code
Section 7283.1(a):

O Requests

NOTE: ICE Supervisors advised Sheriff’s Office staff that ICE stopped the
practice of requesting interviews in California.



Contra Costa County
Office of the Sheriff

General Information ICE Access Forum — 2019 Report
COVID-19 Prevention Efforts:

As of July 17, 2020, a total of 12 inmates have tested positive for COVID-19, none of whom are currently in-
custody. All have been released with contact tracing implemented.

Five staff members have tested positive and were quarantined. (3 back to work — 2 in quarantine)
All new arrestees are quarantined for 14 days before entering the general population.

All inmates are given new face masks every other day and all staff are required to wear face masks.
All staff are screened for symptoms and temperature check prior to entering the facilities.

Social distancing is followed wherever possible, typically less than 10% of the occupied cells have two inmates.



Contra Costa County

Office of the Sheriff
ICE Access Forum — 2019 Report

End of Report



Condado de Contra Costa
Oficina del Sheriff
Foro de Acceso al ICE — Informe 2019

Seccion 7283.1(d) del Codigo de
Gobierno de California



Condado de Contra Costa
Oficina del Sheriff
Foro de Acceso al ICE — Informe 2019

Fondo

1.

Revisar |la politica general actual de la Oficina del Sheriff sobre el
estatus de inmigracion

. Breve descripcion de las operaciones sobre el terreno en relacion con

el acceso al ICE

. Descripcion general de las operaciones de custodia en relacion con el

acceso al ICE

Informe de situacion de custodia COVID-19



Condado de Contra Costa
Oficina del Sheriff
Foro de Acceso al ICE — Informe 2019

Politica General No. 1.02.28 de la Oficina del Sheriff

1. “Ninguna persona sera contactada, detenida o arrestada unicamente sobre la
base de su estatus migratorio.”

2. “.. el estatus migratorio de una persona, y la falta de documentacion de
inmigracion no deberia tener ninguna relaciéon con la forma en que los
diputados ejecutan sus deberes.”



Condado de Contra Costa
Oficina del Sheriff
Foro de Acceso al ICE — Informe 2019

Politica General No 1.02.28 de la Oficina del Sheriff (Continuacion)

4. DETENEDORES DE INMIGRACION: “La solicitud de detencidn no sera honrada.”

5. SOLICITUD DE INMIGRACIONES PARA NOTIFICACIONES (Formulario de ICE
1-247A): Permitido pero solo en cumplimiento de la Ley de la Verdad (Seccidon 7282.5 del
Cddigo de Gobierno de California).

6. Las notificaciones de las fechas de liberacion previstas se respetan solo para los presos
detenidos por ciertos cargos, especificamente los presos condenados por un delito grave o
violento (secciones 1192.7(c) y 667.5(c) de PC).



Condado de Contra Costa
Oficina del Sheriff
Foro de Acceso al ICE — Informe 2019

Operaciones de campo — Patrulla e investigaciones

1.

=W

Los diputados cubren todo el condado: 750 millas cuadradas con una
poblacion de 1.2 millones de habitantes.

La Division de Patrullas incluye el servicio de 521 millas cuadradas de area
no incorporada.

Servir a una poblacion de casi 175,000 residentes.

Respondio a 168,644 llamadas de servicio el ano pasado.

Operaciones de campo no hace ninguna aplicacion de inmigracion.



Condado de Contra Costa
Oficina del Sheriff
Foro de Acceso al ICE — Informe 2019

Oficina de Servicios de Custodia

1. Detenemos solo ADULTOS para todas las agencias policiales del condado.

2. Detuvimos aproximadamente 24,600 presos en la Detencion de Martinez
en 2019



Condado de Contra Costa
Oficina del Sheriff
Foro de Acceso al ICE — Informe 2019

INFORMACION DE ACCESO AL ICE - 2019

Solicitudes de notificacion ICE I-247A Solicitudes de notificacion ICE 1-247A:

Numero de solicitudes recibidas: 495
Numero total de notificaciones realizadas: 129 (26%)

Notificaciones sobre la misma persona: 33

Neto total de notificaciones realizadas: 96 (19.39%)

B | Solicitudes de ICE hechas B Solicitudes de ICE otorgadas

28 de julio de 2020 7



Hispano
Asiatico
Negro
Blanco
Otro

72
18

N W =

Condado de Contra Costa

Oficina del Sheriff

Foro de Acceso al ICE — Informe 2019

INFORMACION DE ACCESO AL ICE — 2019
Datos demograficos de las notificaciones realizadas al ICE (n=96)

Masculino
Femenino

94
2



Condado de Contra Costa
Oficina del Sheriff

Foro de Acceso al ICE — Informe 2019

INFORMACION DE ACCESO AL ICE - 2019
Ejemplos reales de condenas previas calificadas para delitos “graves”
o “violentos“[Secciones 1192.7(c) y 667.5(c) del Codigo Penal.]

Personas Tipo de condena Descripcion de los cargos
condenadas

71
4
5
2
11
2
1

28 de julio de 2020

Varios delitos

Cddigo Penal 187
Cddigo Penal 211
Cddigo Penal 215(A)
Cddigo Penal 245
Cddigo Penal 261
Cddigo Penal 646.9(A)

Gran Robo, Ventas de Narcéticos, Robo
Asesinato o Intento de asesinato

Robo

Secuestro de vehiculo

Asalto con un arma mortal

Violacion

Acechando



Condado de Contra Costa
Oficina del Sheriff
Foro de Acceso al ICE — Informe 2019

ENTREVISTAS DE ACCESO AL ICE - 2019

SOLICITUDES PARA ENTREVISTAS DE ICE — 2019 (Seccion
7283.1(a) del Codigo de Gobierno de California):

O Solicitudes

NOTA: Los supervisores de ICE informaron al personal de la Oficina del
Sheriff que ICE detuvo la practica de solicitar entrevistas en California.



Condado de Contra Costa

Oficina del Sheriff

Informacién general Foro de Acceso al ICE — Informe 2019
Esfuerzos de prevencion de COVID-19:

A partir del 17 de julio de 2020, un total de 12 presos han dado positivo de COVID-19, ninguno de los cuales estan
actualmente bajo custodia. Todos se han liberado con el seguimiento de contactos implementado.

Cinco miembros del personal han dado positivo y han sido puestos en cuarentena. (3 de vuelta al trabajo— 2 en
cuarentena)

Todos los nuevos arrestados se ponen en cuarentena durante 14 dias antes de entrar en la poblacién general.

A todos los presos se les dan nuevas mascaras faciales cada dos dias y todo el personal esta obligado a usar mascaras
faciales.

Todo el personal se examina para detectar sintomas y control de temperatura antes de entrar en las instalaciones.

El distanciamiento social se sigue siempre que sea posible, normalmente menos del 10% de las celdas ocupadas
tienen dos presos.



Condado de Contra Costa
Oficina del Sheriff
Foro de Acceso al ICE — Informe 2019

Fin del informe
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA

AUTHENTICATED

ELECTRONIC LEGAL MATERIAL

Assembly Bill No. 2792

CHAPTER 768

An act to add Chapter 17.2 (commencing with Section 7283) to Division
7 of Title 1 of the Government Code, relating to local government.

[Approved by Governor September 28, 2016. Filed with
Secretary of State September 28, 2016.]

LEGISLATIVE COUNSEL’S DIGEST

AB 2792, Bonta. Local law enforcement agencies. federal immigration
policy enforcement: | CE access.

Existing federal law authorizes issuance of an immigration detainer that
servesto advise another law enforcement agency that the federal department
seeks custody of an alien presently in the custody of that agency, for the
purpose of arresting and removing the alien. Existing federal law provides
that the detainer isarequest that the agency advise the department, prior to
release of the alien, in order for the department to arrange to assume custody
in situationswhen gaining immediate physical custody iseither impracticable
or impossible.

Existing law, commonly known as the TRUST Act, prohibits a law
enforcement official, as defined, from detaining an individual on the basis
of a United States Immigration and Customs Enforcement hold after that
individual becomes eligible for release from custody, unless, at the time
that the individual becomes eligible for release from custody, certain
conditions are met, including, among other things, that the individua has
been convicted of specified crimes. Existing law defines specified terms
for purposes of these provisions.

Thishill, the Transparent Review of Unjust Transfersand Holds (TRUTH)
Act, would require a local law enforcement agency, prior to an interview
between the United States Immigration and Customs Enforcement (ICE)
and an individual in custody regarding civil immigration violations, to
provide the individual a written consent form, as specified, that would
explain, among other things, the purpose of theinterview, that it isvoluntary,
and that theindividual may declineto beinterviewed. The bill would require
the consent form to be available in specified languages. The bill would
require a local law enforcement agency to provide copies of specified
documentation received from ICE to the individua and to notify the
individual regarding the intent of the agency to comply with ICE requests.
The bill would require that the records related to ICE access be public
records for purposes of the California Public Records Act. The bhill,
commencing January 1, 2018, would require the local governing body of
any county, city, or city and county inwhich alocal law enforcement agency
has provided ICE access to an individual during the last year, to hold at

91



Ch. 768 o

least one public community forum during the following year, as specified,
to provide information to the public about ICE’s access to individuals and
to receive and consider public comment. By requiring these local agencies
to comply with these requirements, this bill would impose a state-mandated
local program.

The CdliforniaConstitution requiresthe state to reimburse local agencies
and school districts for certain costs mandated by the state. Statutory
provisions establish procedures for making that reimbursement.

This bill would provide that with regard to certain mandates no
reimbursement is required by this act for a specified reason.

The California Constitution requires local agencies, for the purpose of
ensuring public access to the meetings of public bodies and the writings of
public officials and agencies, to comply with a statutory enactment that
amends or enacts laws relating to public records or open meetings and
containsfindings demonstrating that the enactment furthersthe congtitutional
requirements relating to this purpose.

This bill would make legidative findings to that effect.

The people of the Sate of California do enact as follows:

SECTION 1. This act shal be known, and may be cited, as the
Transparent Review of Unjust Transfers and Holds (TRUTH) Act.

SEC. 2. (& Transparency and accountability are essential minimum
requirements for any collaboration between state and federal agencies.

(b) Recent immigration enforcement programs sponsored by the United
States Immigration and Customs Enforcement (ICE) agency have suffered
from alack of transparency and accountability.

(c) For example, afederal judge found that ICE “went out of [its] way
to mislead the public about Secure Communities,” a deportation program
in which I CE collaborated with local law enforcement agencies to identify
people for deportation.

(d) The Legidature further found that Secure Communities harmed
community policing and shifted the burden of federal immigration
enforcement onto local law enforcement agencies.

(e) Although ICE has terminated the Secure Communities program, it
continues to promote a number of similar programs, including the Priority
Enforcement Program, the 287(g) Program, and the Criminal Alien Program.

(f) The Priority Enforcement Program has many similarities to Secure
Communities, including the checking of fingerprints for immigration
purposes at the point of arrest; the continued use of immigration detainers,
which have been found by the courts to pose constitutional concerns; and
thereliance on local law enforcement to assist in immigration enforcement.

(g) Just as with Secure Communities, numerous questions have been
raised about whether | CE has been transparent and accountabl e with respect
to its current deportation programs.

91
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(h) Thishill seeksto addressthe lack of transparency and accountability
by ensuring that al 1CE deportation programsthat depend on entanglement
with local law enforcement agenciesin Californiaare subject to meaningful
public oversight.

(i) Thishill also seeksto promote public safety and preserve limited local
resources because entanglement between local law enforcement and ICE
undermines community policing strategies and drains local resources.

SEC. 3. Chapter 17.2 (commencing with Section 7283) is added to
Division 7 of Title 1 of the Government Code, to read:

CHAPTER 17.2. STANDARDS FOR PARTICIPATION IN UNITED STATES
IMMIGRATION AND CUSTOMS ENFORCEMENT PROGRAMS

7283. For purposes of this chapter, the following terms have the
following meanings:

(@) “Community forum” includes, but is not limited to, any regular
meeting of the local governing body that is open to the public, where the
public may provide comment, isin an accessible location, and is noticed at
least 30 days in advance.

(b) “Hold request” means a federal Immigration and Customs
Enforcement (ICE) request that alocal law enforcement agency maintain
custody of anindividual currently in its custody beyond the time he or she
would otherwise be eligible for release in order to facilitate transfer to ICE
and includes, but isnot limited to, Department of Homeland Security (DHS)
Form [-247D.

(c) “Governing body” with respect to a county, means the county board
of supervisors.

(d) “ICE access’ means, for the purposes of civil immigration
enforcement, including when an individual is stopped with or without their
consent, arrested, detained, or otherwise under the control of the local law
enforcement agency, all of the following:

(1) Responding to an ICE hold, notification, or transfer request.

(2) Providing natification to ICE in advance of the public that an
individual is being or will be released at a certain date and time through
data sharing or otherwise.

(3) Providing ICE non-publicly available information regarding release
dates, home addresses, or work addresses, whether through computer
databases, jail logs, or otherwise.

(4) Allowing ICE to interview an individual.

(5) Providing ICE information regarding dates and times of probation
or parole check-ins.

(e) “Local law enforcement agency” means any agency of acity, county,
city and county, special district, or other political subdivision of the state
that is authorized to enforce criminal statutes, regulations, or local
ordinances; or to operate jails or to maintain custody of individualsin jails;
or to operate juvenile detention facilities or to maintain custody of individuals
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in juvenile detention facilities; or to monitor compliance with probation or
parole conditions.

(f) “Notification request” means an Immigration and Customs
Enforcement request that a local law enforcement agency inform ICE of
the release date and time in advance of the public of an individual in its
custody and includes, but is not limited to, DHS Form [-247N.

(g) “Transfer request” meansan Immigration and Customs Enforcement
request that a local law enforcement agency facilitate the transfer of an
individual in its custody to ICE, and includes, but is not limited to, DHS
Form 1-247X.

7283.1. (a) Inadvance of any interview between | CE and an individual
in local law enforcement custody regarding civil immigration violations,
the local law enforcement entity shall provide the individual with awritten
consent form that explains the purpose of the interview, that the interview
isvoluntary, and that he or she may declineto beinterviewed or may choose
to beinterviewed only with hisor her attorney present. The written consent
form shall be available in English, Spanish, Chinese, Tagalog, Vietnamese,
and Korean. The written consent form shal aso be available in any
additional languagesthat meet the county threshold as defined in subdivision
(d) of Section 128552 of the Health and Safety Codeif certified tranglations
in those languages are made available to the local law enforcement agency
at no cost.

(b) Upon receiving any ICE hold, notification, or transfer request, the
local law enforcement agency shall provide a copy of the request to the
individual and inform him or her whether the law enforcement agency
intends to comply with the request. If a local law enforcement agency
provides | CE with notification that an individual isbeing, or will be, rel eased
on acertain date, the local law enforcement agency shall promptly provide
the same notification in writing to the individual and to his or her attorney
or to one additional person who theindividual shall be permitted to designate.

(c) All recordsrelating to | CE access provided by local law enforcement
agencies, including all communication with ICE, shall be public recordsfor
purposes of the California Public Records Act (Chapter 3.5 (commencing
with Section 6250)), including the exemptions provided by that act and, as
permitted under that act, personal identifying information may be redacted
prior to public disclosure. Records relating to ICE access include, but are
not limited to, data maintained by the local law enforcement agency
regarding the number and demographic characteristics of individuals to
whom the agency has provided ICE access, the date ICE access was
provided, and whether the | CE access was provided through ahold, transfer,
or notification request or through other means.

(d) Beginning January 1, 2018, the local governing body of any county,
city, or city and county in which a local law enforcement agency has
provided I CE access to an individual during the last year shall hold at |east
one community forum during the following year, that is open to the public,
in an accessible location, and with at least 30 days notice to provide
information to the public about ICE’s access to individuals and to receive
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and consider public comment. As part of this forum, the local law
enforcement agency may provide the governing body with datait maintains
regarding the number and demographic characteristics of individuas to
whom the agency has provided ICE access, the date ICE access was
provided, and whether the | CE access was provided through ahold, transfer,
or notification request or through other means. Datamay be provided in the
form of statistics or, if statistics are not maintained, individual records,
provided that personally identifiable information shall be redacted.

7283.2. Nothing in this chapter shall be construed to provide, expand,
or ratify the legal authority of any state or local law enforcement agency to
detain an individual based upon an | CE hold request.

SEC. 4. The Legidlature finds and declares that Section 3 of this act,
which adds Chapter 17.2 (commencing with Section 7283) to Division 7 of
Title 1 of the Government Code, furthers, within the meaning of paragraph
(7) of subdivision (b) of Section 3 of Articlel of the California Constitution,
the purposes of that constitutional section asit relates to the right of public
access to the meetings of local public bodies or the writings of local public
officials and local agencies. Pursuant to paragraph (7) of subdivision (b) of
Section 3 of Article | of the California Constitution, the Legislature makes
the following findings:

By requiring public meetings relating to the manner in which local law
enforcement entities cooperate with federal authoritiesin enforcing federal
immigration laws and making related documents open to public inspection,
this act furthers the purposes of paragraph (7) of subdivision (b) of Section
3 of Article | of the California Constitution.

SEC. 5. No reimbursement is required by this act pursuant to Section 6
of Article XI1I B of the California Constitution because the only costs that
may be incurred by alocal agency or school district under this act would
result from alegidative mandate that is within the scope of paragraph (7)
of subdivision (b) of Section 3 of Article | of the California Constitution.
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From: pathwork@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of Lynne White
<pathwork@everyactioncustom.com>

Sent: Monday, July 27, 2020 11:39 AM

To: Truth Act

Subject: Re: Public Comment for 7/28/20 TRUTH Act Forum

Dear Public Comment Submission,

My name is Lynne White and | am a psychotherapist and minister with offices in Pleasant Hill and Concord. I've been a
resident of Contra Costa County for 50+ years.

I am proud to participate in today’s forum in solidarity with the many Contra Costa community racial justice
organizations. It is unfortunate that | cannot deliver this comment during the forum. The Board has severely limited
public engagement in this year’s TRUTH Act forum by beginning the forum at 9:30am -- an inaccessible time for essential
workers, many of whom are immigrants -- and limiting public comment to 60 seconds.

I am concerned not only with Sheriff Livingston and his department's utter disregard for the needs, safety and wellbeing
of Contra Costa’s communities of color, but also with their continued collaboration with ICE. The COVID-19 pandemic is
sickening and killing people in jails, prisons, and ICE facilities all over the country. | am deeply disturbed that despite this
sobering reality, the Contra Costa Sheriff’'s Department maintains a policy of notifying ICE of release dates for people
who are eligible for release from county custody and publishing release dates online. Since the pandemic, the Sheriff’s
Office has failed to provide answers about the spread of COVID-19 in the county’s jails, how many people they have
turned over to ICE through notifications, and why they continue to publish release dates online. Furthermore, the recent
Supreme Court Decision in US v. CA leaves intact rules that prohibit law enforcement officials from aiding federal agents
in taking custody of immigrants as they are released from jail. This means that, in the midst of a pandemic, Sheriff
Livingston and his department have made the decision to cooperate with ICE out of their own volition.

In light of these concerns, we make the following demands:
I. End The County’s Collaboration With ICE

The county must stop ALL collaboration with ICE and increase transparency around the Sheriff’s policies: (1) Stop
notifying ICE of release dates through communications w/ ICE and publishing release dates online, (2) Adopt CCIRA’s
recommendations to Sheriff's Immigrant Policy, AND (3) Provide the current version of the Sheriff's Immigrant Policy to
the Community, including the office’s policy on ending ICE transfers.

Il. Defund the Sheriff/Coroner, Close juvenile hall and Marsh Creek, and Invest in Black Communities

The Sheriff receives $3.2 mill to be the county’s coroner. | demand a DIVESTMENT of $3.2 million from the Sheriff’s
office, CLOSURE of juvenile hall and Marsh Creek DF and an INVESTMENT in: (1) community-based mental health
services, and (2) youth programs and the Orin Allen Youth Rehabilitation Facility

li. AB 109 funds be used to assist people with reentry, not to assist the Sheriff with criminalization

We bring this demand in solidarity with Black communities because, like Black communities, immigrant communities
experience the devastating effects of mass incarceration in jails, prisons, and ICE facilities. The county should reinvest in
our communities, not shift critical funds to subsidize the Sheriff’s coffers. AB 109 funds are designed to help challenge
the racist system of mass incarceration and reduce recidivism by increasing reentry services — particularly for
communities of color disproportionately impacted by the criminal justice system.
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| respectfully request your attention to the aforementioned demands. When law enforcement agencies are entangled
with ICE and do not respond to the needs of the people they serve, it creates a chilling effect in the community, making

each of us less safe. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Lynne White

Concord, CA 94518
pathwork@comcast.net



Jami NaEier

From: Shelihcryderman@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of Sheli Cryderman
<Shelihcryderman@everyactioncustom.com>

Sent: Monday, July 27, 2020 9:32 AM

To: Truth Act

Subject: Re: Public Comment for 7/28/20 TRUTH Act Forum

Dear Public Comment Submission,

My name is Sheli Cryderman. | am a member of Racial Equity for MDUSD, and am employed at MDUSD. | am asking for
the removal of support from ICE for the reasons mentioned below. | am also asking for an explanation of more and
more $ being allocated to the sheriff. | personally have acquaintances in law enforcement who honestly are admitting
that their job duties are very quiet and not busy during this time of SIP. Why are we paying for more enforcement $?

I am proud to participate in today’s forum in solidarity with the many Contra Costa community racial justice
organizations. It is unfortunate that | cannot deliver this comment during the forum. The Board has severely limited
public engagement in this year’s TRUTH Act forum by beginning the forum at 9:30am -- an inaccessible time for essential
workers, many of whom are immigrants -- and limiting public comment to 60 seconds.

I am concerned not only with Sheriff Livingston and his department's utter disregard for the needs, safety and wellbeing
of Contra Costa’s communities of color, but also with their continued collaboration with ICE. The COVID-19 pandemic is
sickening and killing people in jails, prisons, and ICE facilities all over the country. | am deeply disturbed that despite this
sobering reality, the Contra Costa Sheriff’'s Department maintains a policy of notifying ICE of release dates for people
who are eligible for release from county custody and publishing release dates online. Since the pandemic, the Sheriff's
Office has failed to provide answers about the spread of COVID-19 in the county’s jails, how many people they have
turned over to ICE through notifications, and why they continue to publish release dates online. On top of this, the
recent Supreme Court Decision in US v. CA leaves intact rules that prohibit law enforcement officials from aiding federal
agents in taking custody of immigrants as they are released from jail. This means that, in the midst of a pandemic, Sheriff
Livingston and his department have made the decision to cooperate with ICE out of their own volition.

In light of these concerns, we make the following demands:

I. End The County’s Collaboration With ICE

The county must stop ALL collaboration with ICE and increase transparency around the Sheriff’s policies: (1) Stop
notifying ICE of release dates through communications w/ ICE and publishing release dates online, (2) Adopt CCIRA’s
recommendations to Sheriff’s Immigrant Policy, AND (3) Provide the current version of the Sheriff's Immigrant Policy to
the Community, including the office’s policy on ending ICE transfers.

II. Defund the Sheriff/Coroner, Close juvenile hall and Marsh Creek, and Invest in Black Communities

The Sheriff receives $3.2 mill to be the county’s coroner. | demand a DIVESTMENT of $3.2 million from the Sheriff’s
office, CLOSURE of juvenile hall and Marsh Creek DF and an INVESTMENT in: (1) an independent coroner; (2)
community-based mental health services, and (3) youth programs and the Orin Allen Youth Rehabilitation Facility.

l1l. AB 109 funds be used to assist people with reentry, not-to assist the Sheriff with criminalization

We bring this demand in solidarity with Black communities because, like Black communities, immigrant communities
experience the devastating effects of mass incarceration in jails, prisons, and ICE facilities. The county should reinvest in
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our communities, not shift critical funds to subsidize the Sheriff's coffers. AB 109 funds are designed to help challenge
the racist system of mass incarceration and reduce recidivism by increasing reentry services — particularly for
communities of color disproportionately impacted by the criminal justice system.

| respectfully request your attention to the aforementioned demands. When law enforcement agencies are entangled
with ICE and do not respond to the needs of the people they serve, it creates a chilling effect in the community, making
each of us less safe. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Sheli Cryderman

Concord, CA 94519
Shelihcryderman@gmail.com



Jami Naeier

From: rose1margie@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of Rose Barreto
<rose1margie@everyactioncustom.com>

Sent: Monday, July 27, 2020 9:21 AM

To: Truth Act

Subject: : Re:Public Comment for 7/28/20 TRUTH Act Forum

Dear Public Comment Submission,
My name is Rose Barreto. | have been a resident in Contra Costa County for 8 years.

I am proud to participate in today’s forum in solidarity with the many Contra Costa community racial justice
organizations. It is unfortunate that | cannot deliver this comment during the forum. The Board has severely limited
public engagement in this year’s TRUTH Act forum by beginning the forum at 9:30am -- an inaccessible time for essential
workers, many of whom are immigrants -- and limiting public comment to 60 seconds.

I am concerned not only with Sheriff Livingston and his department's utter disregard for the needs, safety and wellbeing
of Contra Costa’s communities of color, but also with their continued collaboration with ICE. The COVID-19 pandemic is
sickening and killing people in jails, prisons, and ICE facilities all over the country. | am deeply disturbed that despite this
sobering reality, the Contra Costa Sheriff's Department maintains a policy of notifying ICE of release dates for people
who are eligible for release from county custody and publishing release dates online. Since the pandemic, the Sheriff’s
Office has failed to provide answers about the spread of COVID-19 in the county’s jails, how many people they have
turned over to ICE through notifications, and why they continue to publish release dates online. On top of this, the
recent Supreme Court Decision in US v. CA leaves intact rules that prohibit law enforcement officials from aiding federal
agents in taking custody of immigrants as they are released from jail. This means that, in the midst of a pandemic, Sheriff
Livingston and his department have made the decision to cooperate with ICE out of their own volition.

In light of these concerns, we make the following demands:
I. End The County’s Collaboration With ICE

The county must stop ALL collaboration with ICE and increase transparency around the Sheriff’s policies: (1) Stop
notifying ICE of release dates through communications w/ ICE and publishing release dates online, (2) Adopt CCIRA’s
recommendations to Sheriff's Immigrant Policy, AND (3) Provide the current version of the Sheriff’s Immigrant Policy to
the Community, including the office’s policy on ending ICE transfers.

II. Defund the Sheriff/Coroner, Close juvenile hall and Marsh Creek, and Invest in Black Communities

The Sheriff receives $3.2 mill to be the county’s coroner. | demand a DIVESTMENT of $3.2 million from the Sheriff’s
office, CLOSURE of juvenile hall and Marsh Creek DF and an INVESTMENT in: (1) an independent coroner; (2)
community-based mental health services, and (3) youth programs and the Orin Allen Youth Rehabilitation Facility.

lIl. AB 109 funds be used to assist people with reentry, not to assist the Sheriff with criminalization

We bring this demand in solidarity with Black communities because, like Black communities, immigrant communities
experience the devastating effects of mass incarceration in jails, prisons, and ICE facilities. The county should reinvest in
our communities, not shift critical funds to subsidize the Sheriff’s coffers. AB 109 funds are designed to help challenge
the racist system of mass incarceration and reduce recidivism by increasing reentry services — particularly for
communities of color disproportionately impacted by the criminal justice system.
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| respectfully request your attention to the aforementioned demands. When law enforcement agencies are entangled
with ICE and do not respond to the needs of the people they serve, it creates a chilling effect in the community, making
each of us less safe. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Rose Barreto

Wainut Creek, CA 94598
roselmargie@hotmail.com



Jami NaBier

From: John Gioia <John.Gioia@bos.cccounty.us>

Sent: Monday, July 27, 2020 9:16 AM

To: Clerk of the Board; Jami Napier

Subject: FW: Public Comment for 7/28/20 TRUTH Act Forum

On 7/27/20, 9:04 AM, "emills1948@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of Elsie Mills"
<emills1948@everyactioncustom.com> wrote:

Dear District 1 Supervisor John Gioia,

My name is Elsie Mills and am a member of Showing Up for Racial Justice (SURJ) Contra Costa County. | have lived in
Concord for 4 years.

| am proud to participate in today’s forum in solidarity with the many Contra Costa community racial justice
organizations. It is unfortunate that | cannot deliver this comment during the forum. The Board has severely limited
public engagement in this year’s TRUTH Act forum by beginning the forum at 9:30am -- an inaccessible time for essential
workers, many of whom are immigrants -- and limiting public comment to 60 seconds.

| am concerned not only with Sheriff Livingston and his department's utter disregard for the needs, safety and
wellbeing of Contra Costa’s communities of color, but also with their continued collaboration with ICE. The COVID-19
pandemic is sickening and killing people in jails, prisons, and ICE facilities all over the country. | am deeply disturbed that
despite this sobering reality, the Contra Costa Sheriff's Department maintains a policy of notifying ICE of release dates
for people who are eligible for release from county custody and publishing release dates online. Since the pandemic, the
Sheriff’s Office has failed to provide answers about the spread of COVID-19 in the county’s jails, how many people they
have turned over to ICE through notifications, and why they continue to publish release dates online. On top of this, the
recent Supreme Court Decision in US v. CA leaves intact rules that prohibit law enforcement officials from aiding federal
agents in taking custody of immigrants as they are released from jail. This means that, in the midst of a pandemic, Sheriff
Livingston and his department have made the decision to cooperate with ICE out of their own volition.

In light of these concerns, we make the following demands:

I. End The County’s Collaboration With ICE

The county must stop ALL collaboration with ICE and increase transparency around the Sheriff’s policies: (1) Stop
notifying ICE of release dates through communications w/ ICE and publishing release dates online, (2) Adopt CCIRA’s
recommendations to Sheriff’s Immigrant Policy, AND (3) Provide the current version of the Sheriff's Immigrant Policy to
the Community, including the office’s policy on ending ICE transfers.

Il. Defund the Sheriff/Coroner, Close juvenile hall and Marsh Creek, and Invest in Black Communities

The Sheriff receives $3.2 mill to be the county’s coroner. | demand a DIVESTMENT of $3.2 million from the Sheriff’s
office, CLOSURE of juvenile hall and Marsh Creek DF and an INVESTMENT in: (1) an independent coroner; (2)

community-based mental health services, and (3) youth programs and the Orin Allen Youth Rehabilitation Facility.

HI. AB 109 funds be used to assist people with reentry, not to assist the Sheriff with criminalization



We bring this demand in solidarity with Black communities because, like Black communities, immigrant communities
experience the devastating effects of mass incarceration in jails, prisons, and ICE facilities. The county should reinvest in
our communities, not shift critical funds to subsidize the Sheriff’s coffers. AB 109 funds are designed to help challenge
the racist system of mass incarceration and reduce recidivism by increasing reentry services — particularly for
communities of color disproportionately impacted by the criminal justice system.

I respectfully request your attention to the aforementioned demands. When law enforcement agencies are entangled
with ICE and do not respond to the needs of the people they serve, it creates a chilling effect in the community, making
each of us less safe. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Elsie Mills

Concord, CA 94518
emills1948@gmail.com



Jami Naeier

From: Liz Miller <lizmiller.22@gmail.com>

Sent: Friday, July 24, 2020 4:49 PM

To: Truth Act

Subject: Fwd: Public Comment for 7/28/20 TRUTH Act Forum

---------- Forwarded message -------—-

From: Liz Miller <lizmiller.22 @gmail.com>

Date: Fri, Jul 24, 2020 at 4:03 PM

Subject: Public Comment for 7/28/20 TRUTH Act Forum

To: Candace Andersen <Candace.Andersen@bos.cccounty.us>, Diane Burgis <Diane.Burgis@bos.cccounty.us>, John
Gioia <John.Gioia@bos.cccounty.us>, Karen Mitchoff <Karen.Mitchoff@bos.cccounty.us>, Federal Glover
<Federal.Glover@bos.cccounty.us>

Cc: Tony Bravo <tony@workingeastbay.org>

Dear Contra Costa County Board of Supervisors,

My name is Elizabeth Miller and | have been a resident of Danville since 1996, now enjoying my community,
lifestyle, and retirement in the East Bay.

| am writing to submit comments regarding the 7/28/20 TRUTH Act Forum in solidarity with our many Contra
Costa community racial justice organizations. It is unfortunate that the extreme time constraints imposed by
the Board have severely limited public engagement in this year’s TRUTH Act Forum. Let this letter be my voice
instead.

Among other CCC citizens, | am concerned not only with Sheriff Livingston and his department's utter
disregard for the needs, safety and wellbeing of Contra Costa’s communities of color, but also with their
continued collaboration with ICE. As you must surely know, the COVID-19 pandemic is sickening and killing
people in jails, prisons, and ICE facilities all over the country. | am deeply disturbed that despite this sobering
reality, the Contra Costa Sheriff’s Department maintains a policy of notifying ICE of release dates for people
who are eligible for release from county custody and of publishing release dates online. Since the pandemic
began, the Sheriff’s Office has failed to provide answers about the spread of COVID-19 in the county’s jails,
how many people they have turned over to ICE through notifications, and why they continue to publish
release dates online. On top of this, the recent Supreme Court Decision in US v. CA leaves intact rules that
prohibit law enforcement officials from aiding federal agents in taking custody of immigrants as they are
released from jail. This means that, in the midst of a pandemic, Sheriff Livingston and his department have
made the decision to cooperate with ICE out of their own volition.

In light of these concerns, | am urging the county to put a stop to ALL collaboration with ICE and to increase
transparency around the Sheriff’s policies: (1) Stop notifying ICE of release dates through communications
with ICE and publishing release dates online, (2) Adopt the recommendations of the Contra Costa County
Immigrant Rights Alliance to Sheriff’s Immigrant Policy, and (3) Provide the current version of the Sheriff’s
Immigrant Policy to the Community, including the Office’s policy on ending ICE transfers.



Also concerning is the Sheriff’s additional role as county coroner. The $3.2 million supporting this should be
invested in funding an independent coroner, community-based mental health services, and a commitment
to funding the Orin Allen Youth Rehabilitation Facility.

Finally, in these times of increased awareness of racial injustice, it is more important than ever that AB 109
funds be used to assist people with reentry, rather than to subsidize the Sheriff's coffers. AB 109 funds are
designed to help challenge the racist system of mass incarceration and reduce recidivism by increasing reentry
services — particularly for communities of color disproportionately impacted by the criminal justice system.

I respectfully request your action on the above concerns. When law enforcement agencies are entangled with
ICE and do not respond to the needs of the people they serve, it creates a chilling effect in the community,
making each of us less safe. Thank you for your time.

Elizabeth Miller
Danville resident



Jami Naeier

From: Karen Mitchoff

Sent: Friday, July 24, 2020 4:42 PM

To: Jami Napier

Cc: Anne O

Subject: Fwd: Public Comment for 7/28/20 Truth Act Forum

For public comment on Tuesday

Karen Mitchoff
Supervisor, District IV
2151 Salvio Street, Suite R
Concord, CA 94520
925-521-7100

From: Karen Beck <karenbeck730@gmail.com>

Sent: Friday, July 24, 2020 1:53:25 PM

To: Candace Andersen <Candace.Andersen@bos.cccounty.us>; Diane Burgis <Diane.Burgis@bos.cccounty.us>;
John.Goia@bos.cccounty.us <John.Goia@bos.cccounty.us>; Karen Mitchoff <Karen.Mitchoff@bos.cccounty.us>; Federal
Glover <Federal.Glover@bos.cccounty.us>; tony@workingeastby.org <tony@workingeastby.org>

Subject: Public Comment for 7/28/20 Truth Act Forum

Dear Contra Costa County Board of Supervisors,

My husband and | belong to the San Ramon Valley Democratic Club. We have lived in Danville for 33

years. We have very strong feelings about accountablility in government and especially where the Sheriff is
concerned. His organization has too much power and money and you can do something about this if you only
will. This is the time to do it.

We are writing to submit comments regarding the 7/28/20 TRUTH Act Forum in solidarity with our many
Contra Costa community racial justice organizations. It is unfortunate that we cannot deliver this comment
during the Forum. The Board has severely limited public engagement in this year’s TRUTH Act Forum by
beginning the forum at 9:30am -- an inaccessible time for essential workers, many of whom are immigrants --
and limiting public comment to 60 seconds.

We are concerned not only with Sheriff Livingston and his department's utter disregard for the needs, safety
and wellbeing of Contra Costa’s communities of color, but also with their continued collaboration with ICE.
The COVID-19 pandemic is sickening and killing people in jails, prisons, and ICE facilities all over the

country. We are deeply disturbed that despite this sobering reality, the Contra Costa Sheriff's Department
maintains a policy of notifying ICE of release dates for people who are eligible for release from county custody
and publishing release dates online. Since the pandemic, the Sheriff’s Office has failed to provide answers
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about the spread of COVID-19 in the county’s jails, how many people they have turned over to ICE through
notifications, and why they continue to publish release dates online. On top of this, the recent Supreme Court
Decision in US v. CA leaves intact rules that prohibit law enforcement officials from aiding federal agents in
taking custody of immigrants as they are released from jail. This means that, in the midst of a pandemic,
Sheriff Livingston and his department have made the decision to cooperate with ICE out of their own

volition. Why does he have this power in the first place?

In light of these concerns, we make the following demands:

1. End the County’s Collaboration With ICE

The county must stop ALL collaboration with ICE and increase transparency around the Sheriff’s policies: (1)
Stop notifying ICE of release dates through communications w/ ICE and publishing release dates online, (2)
Adopt the recommendations of the Contra Costa County Immigrant Rights Alliance to Sheriff’'s Immigrant
Policy, AND (3) Provide the current version of the Sheriff's Immigrant Policy to the Community, including the
Office’s policy on ending ICE transfers.

2. Hire an Independent Coroner and Invest in Community

The Sheriff should not be allowed to “police” himself, especially when it comes to investigating deaths in the
county’s jails. The Sheriff receives $3.2 million to be the County’s coroner. We demand that this $3.2 mill be
invested in funding an independent coroner, community-based mental health services, and a commitment to
funding the Orin Allen Youth Rehabilitation Facility. This is basic accountability.

3. Our communities continue to be over-policed and criminalized by the Sheriff's department. In
solidarity with our racial justice community organizations, we demand that AB 109 funds be used to
assist people with reentry, not to assist the Sheriff with criminalization.

The county should reinvest in our communities, not shift critical funds to subsidize the Sheriff’s coffers. AB 109
funds are designed to help challenge the racist system of mass incarceration and reduce recidivism by
increasing reentry services — particularly for communities of color disproportionately impacted by the
criminal justice system.

We respectfully request your attention to the aforementioned demand(s). When law enforcement agencies
are entangled with ICE and do not respond to the needs of the people they serve, it creates a chilling effect in
the community, making each of us less safe. Thank you for your time and hopeful consideration. We are white
and have had lots of privilege. We truly want justice for others. We worked hard to get District Attorney
Becton into office and this would be another step Contra Costa County could take to be a leader in ensuring
justice for all.

Stephen C Beck and Karen Beck
161 Remington Drive
Danville CA
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Jami Naeier

From: Karen Mitchoff

Sent: Friday, July 24, 2020 10:37 AM

To: Jami Napier

Cc: Anne O

Subject: Fw: Subject: Public Comment for 7/28/20 TRUTH Act Forum

Forwarding to you as she mentions it's for public comment

From: DONALD STARK <lestark@comcast.net>

Sent: Friday, July 24, 2020 9:56 AM

To: Candace Andersen <Candace.Andersen@bos.cccounty.us>; Diane Burgis <Diane.Burgis@bos.cccounty.us>; John
Gioia <John.Gioia@bos.cccounty.us>; Karen Mitchoff <Karen.Mitchoff@bos.cccounty.us>; Federal Glover
<Federal.Glover@bos.cccounty.us>

Cc: tony@workingeastbay.org <tony@workingeastbay.org>

Subject: Subject: Public Comment for 7/28/20 TRUTH Act Forum

Dear Contra Costa County Board of Supervisors,

My name is Edda Stark, | am Hispanic, | am a resident of Danville, and | work at a law office as a paralegal in
Walnut Creek.

| am writing to submit comments regarding the 7/28/20 TRUTH Act Forum in solidarity with our many Contra
. Costa community racial justice organizations. It is unfortunate that | cannot deliver this comment during the
Forum. The Board has severely limited public engagement in this year’s TRUTH Act Forum by beginning the
forum at 9:30am -- an inaccessible time for essential workers, many of whom are immigrants -- and limiting
public comment to 60 seconds.

| am concerned not only with Sheriff Livingston and his department's utter disregard for the needs, safety and
wellbeing of Contra Costa’s communities of color, but also with their continued collaboration with ICE. The
COVID-19 pandemic is sickening and killing people in jails, prisons, and ICE facilities all over the country. | am
deeply disturbed that despite this sobering reality, the Contra Costa Sheriff's Department maintains a policy of
notifying ICE of release dates for people who are eligible for release from county custody and publishing
release dates online. Since the pandemic, the Sheriff's Office has failed to provide answers about the spread
of COVID-19 in the county’s jails, how many people they have turned over to ICE through notifications, and
why they continue to publish release dates online. On top of this, the recent Supreme Court Decision in US v.
CA leaves intact rules that prohibit law enforcement officials from aiding federal agents in taking custody of
immigrants as they are released from jail. This means that, in the midst of a pandemic, Sheriff Livingston and
his department have made the decision to cooperate with ICE out of their own volition.

1. End the County’s Collaboration With ICE

The county must stop ALL collaboration with ICE and increase transparency around the Sheriff's policies: (1)
Stop notifying ICE of release dates through communications w/ ICE and publishing release dates online, (2)
Adopt the recommendations of the Contra Costa County Immigrant Rights Alliance to Sheriff's Immigrant
Policy, AND (3) Provide the current version of the Sheriff's Immigrant Policy to the Community, including the
Office’s policy on ending ICE transfers.



As a prior volunteer for La Raza Centro Legal in San Francisco, I can tell you that many Hispanics are
taken advantage of at work and fired when disabled or pregnant. And many of them, no matter how
hard they work, don't always get a fair shake or opportunities. Yet these laborers are sought after by
the employers because they are keeping our goods/foods artificially deflated/cheap. Cheap labor helps
companies compete on a price basis. Our economy is already suffering enough due to COVID-19. Don't
make matters worse.

If ICE were working to maintain the moral ideals of our country and truly working in the interest of
keeping our country safe and protect our economy and way of life then maybe some cooperation
would make sense. But currently ICE is solely being used as a political pawn. By cooperating, the
Sheriff is doing what is politically beneficial for himself and his party ... that is something no Sheriff
should be doing.

2. Our communities continue to be over-policed and criminalized by the Sheriff’'s department. In solidarity with
our racial justice community organizations, we demand that AB 109 funds be used to assist people with
reentry, not to assist the Sheriff with criminalization.

The county should reinvest in our communities, not shift critical funds to subsidize the Sheriff's coffers. AB 109
funds are designed to help challenge the racist system of mass incarceration and reduce recidivism by
increasing reentry services — particularly for communities of color disproportionately impacted by the criminal
justice system.

People are fed up with racial injustice and discrimination.
| respectfully requést your attention to the aforementioned demands. When law enforcement agencies are
entangled with ICE and do not respond to the needs of the people they serve, it creates a chilling effect in the

community, making each of us less safe. Thank you for your time.

Edda Stark



Jami Napier
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From: Will Colin < AU ) ¢ b
Sent: Tuesday, July 28, 2020 11:07 AM
To: Truth Act
Cc: tony@workingeastbay.org
Subject: Public comment on Truth forum

Good morning members of the board.

My name is William Colin-Richardson, | am a resident of Contra Costa County and a member of the Central County
Regional Group.

Today is the third year that we are meeting again to make Sheriff Livingston’s action accountable. Three years talking for
the same topic that you as members of the boards have not yet understood.

Sheriff Livingston continues realizing information from people at the time they will be released and his very well
collaboration is still there. This is a perfect example of how corrupt the criminal system is. If | can compare him with

anyone in history he is as bad as Mark Fuhrman.

| urge you to please stop giving more money to sheriff Livingston and invest in things the community need. We demand
that found for AB 109 are invested to assist people with reentry.

Board of supervisors close Marsh Creek DF and invest in community-based mental health services.

You know what you have to do, so step aside your personal interests and serve the community that elect you to make
contra costa an inclusive an welcoming county, do what you promised to do.

Thank you for your time.

William Colin-Richardson



Jami Napier
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From: Efigenia Bravo .
Sent: Tuesday, July 28, 2020 10:11 AM
To: Truth Act
Subject: Item D.4. PLEASE READ ALOUD
Attachments: Efigenia B. 7.28.20 BOS English.docx

Item D.4. PLEASE READ ALOUD

Good morning, my name is Efigenia Bravo, a Concord resident and a mother volunteer
with the Central County Regional Group, sponsored by First 5.

During this time that families are struggling to survive the pandemic while also
surviving the housing crisis, we are outraged to know that our own sheriff is continuing
to collaborate with immigration, negatively affecting our immigrant community. We ask
that you put an end to this collaboration.

Our immigrant community needs the assurance that this collaboration will no longer
continue. This collaboration is only causing more fear among tej immigrant community
in reaching out to the Sheriff's department in times of crisis. It is preventing immigrant
families from calling when they have something to report.

We also ask that instead you invest in our communities with prevention programs and
services and eliminate the youth detention center. What we need is funding for
hospitals, so that they can continue to provide help to the community being affected by
COVID-19.

Invest in our community and put an end to the collaboration between the Sheriff and
immigration.



Jami Napier
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From: conniechiba@: ’ - of Constance Chiba
<conniechiba@everyactioncustom.com>
Sent: Tuesday, July 28, 2020 10:.09 AM
To: Truth Act
Subject: Re: Public Comment for 7/28/20 TRUTH Act Forum

Dear Public Comment Submission,
My name is Connie Chiba and | am retired. | have lived in Moraga, CA for 35 years.

I am proud to participate in today’s forum in solidarity with the many Contra Costa community racial justice
organizations. It is unfortunate that | cannot deliver this comment during the forum. The Board has severely limited
public engagement in this year’'s TRUTH Act forum by beginning the forum at 9:30am -- an inaccessible time for essential
workers, many of whom are immigrants -- and limiting public comment to 60 seconds.

I am concerned with Sheriff Livingston collaboration with ICE. The COVID-19 pandemic is sickening and killing people in
jails, prisons, and ICE facilities all over the country. | am deeply disturbed that despite this sobering reality, the Contra
Costa Sheriff's Department maintains a policy of notifying ICE of release dates for people who are eligible for release
from county custody and publishing release dates online. Since the pandemic, the Sheriff’s Office has failed to provide
answers about the spread of COVID-19 in the county’s jails, how many people they have turned over to ICE through
notifications, and why they continue to publish release dates online. On top of this, the recent Supreme Court Decision
in US v. CA leaves intact rules that prohibit law enforcement officials from aiding federal agents in taking custody of
immigrants as they are released from jail. This means that, in the midst of a pandemic, Sheriff Livingston and his
department have made the decision to cooperate with ICE out of their own volition.

In light of these concerns, we make the following demands:
I. End The County’s Collaboration With ICE

The county must stop ALL collaboration with ICE and increase transparency around the Sheriff’s policies: (1) Stop
notifying ICE of release dates through communications w/ ICE and publishing release dates online, (2) Adopt CCIRA’s
recommendations to Sheriff’s Immigrant Policy, AND (3) Provide the current version of the Sheriff's Immigrant Policy to
the Community, including the office’s policy on ending ICE transfers.

IIl. Defund the Sheriff/Coroner, Close juvenile hall and Marsh Creek, and Invest in Black Communities

The Sheriff receives $3.2 mill to be the county’s coroner. | demand a DIVESTMENT of $3.2 million from the Sheriff’s
office, CLOSURE of juvenile hall and Marsh Creek DF and an INVESTMENT in: (1) community-based mental health
services, and (2) youth programs and the Orin Allen Youth Rehabilitation Facility

lll. AB 109 funds be used to assist people with reentry, not to assist the Sheriff with criminalization

We bring this demand in solidarity with Black communities because, like Black communities, immigrant communities
experience the devastating effects of mass incarceration in jails, prisons, and ICE facilities. The county should reinvest in
our communities, not shift critical funds to subsidize the Sheriff's coffers. AB 109 funds are designed to help challenge
the racist system of mass incarceration and reduce recidivism by increasing reentry services — particularly for
communities of color disproportionately impacted by the criminal justice system.



I respectfully request your attention to the aforementioned demands. When law enforcement agencies are entangled
with ICE and do not respond to the needs of the people they serve, it creates a chilling effect in the community, making
each of us less safe. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,
Constance Chiba
Moraga, CA 94556



Jami Naeier

From: hmalvido@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of Hector Malvido
. Jm.com>

Sent: Tuesday, July 28, 2020 10:00 AM

To: Truth Act

Subject: Re: Public Comment for 7/28/20 TRUTH Act Forum

Dear Public Comment Submission,

My name is Hector Malvido and | am with the Ensuring Opportunity Campaign to End Poverty in Contra Costa. We
collaborate with different community-based organizations in addressing the root causes of poverty.

I am proud to participate in today’s forum in solidarity with the many Contra Costa community racial justice
organizations. It is unfortunate that | cannot deliver this comment during the forum. The Board has severely limited
public engagement in this year’s TRUTH Act forum by beginning the forum at 9:30am -- an inaccessible time for essential
workers, many of whom are immigrants -- and limiting public comment to 60 seconds.

I'am concerned not only with Sheriff Livingston and his department's utter disregard for the needs, safety and wellbeing
of Contra Costa’s communities of color, but also with their continued collaboration with ICE. The COVID-19 pandemic is
sickening and killing people in jails, prisons, and ICE facilities all over the country. | am deeply disturbed that despite this
sobering reality, the Contra Costa Sheriff’s Department maintains a policy of notifying ICE of release dates for people
who are eligible for release from county custody and publishing release dates online. Since the pandemic, the Sheriff’s
Office has failed to provide answers about the spread of COVID-19 in the county’s jails, how many people they have
turned over to ICE through notifications, and why they continue to publish release dates online. On top of this, the
recent Supreme Court Decision in US v. CA leaves intact rules that prohibit law enforcement officials from aiding federal
agents in taking custody of immigrants as they are released from jail. This means that, in the midst of a pandemic, Sheriff
Livingston and his department have made the decision to cooperate with ICE out of their own volition.

In light of these concerns, we make the following demands:

I. End The County’s Collaboration With ICE

The county must stop ALL collaboration with ICE and increase transparency around the Sheriff’s policies: (1) Stop
notifying ICE of release dates through communications w/ ICE and publishing release dates online, (2) Adopt CCIRA’s
recommendations to Sheriff’s Immigrant Policy, AND (3) Provide the current version of the Sheriff’s Immigrant Policy to
the Community, including the office’s policy on ending ICE transfers.

II. Defund the Sheriff/Coroner, Close juvenile hall and Marsh Creek, and Invest in Black Communities

The Sheriff receives $3.2 mill to be the county’s coroner. | demand a DIVESTMENT of $3.2 million from the Sheriff's
office, CLOSURE of juvenile hall and Marsh Creek DF and an INVESTMENT in: (1) community-based mental health
services, and (2) youth programs and the Orin Allen Youth Rehabilitation Facility

lNl. AB 109 funds be used to assist people with reentry, not to assist the Sheriff with criminalization

We bring this demand in solidarity with Black communities because, like Black communities, immigrant communities

experience the devastating effects of mass incarceration in jails, prisons, and ICE facilities. The county should reinvest in
our communities, not shift critical funds to subsidize the Sheriff's coffers. AB 109 funds are designed to help challenge



the racist system of mass incarceration and reduce recidivism by increasing reentry services — particularly for
communities of color disproportionately impacted by the criminal justice system.

I respectfully request your attention to the aforementioned demands. When law enforcement agencies are entangled
with ICE and do not respond to the needs of the people they serve, it creates a chilling effect in the community, making
each of us less safe. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Hector Malvido
Richmond, CA 94804
I




Jami Naeier

From: nicole@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of nicole zapata
<

Sent: Tuesday, July 28, 2020 9:06 AM

To: Truth Act

Subject: Re: Public Comment for 7/28/20 TRUTH Act Forum

Dear Public Comment Submission,

My name is [your name] and [I work at name of organization you work at. Briefly describe what you/ your org does
and/or I have been a resident of where you live in Contra Costa County for however long you've lived in the county].

I am proud to participate in today’s forum in solidarity with the many Contra Costa community racial justice
organizations. It is unfortunate that | cannot deliver this comment during the forum. The Board has severely limited
public engagement in this year’s TRUTH Act forum by beginning the forum at 9:30am -- an inaccessible time for essential
workers, many of whom are immigrants -- and limiting public comment to 60 seconds.

I'am concerned not only with Sheriff Livingston and his department's utter disregard for the needs, safety and wellbeing
of Contra Costa’s communities of color, but also with their continued collaboration with ICE. The COVID-19 pandemic is
sickening and killing people in jails, prisons, and ICE facilities all over the country. | am deeply disturbed that despite this
sobering reality, the Contra Costa Sheriff’s Department maintains a policy of notifying ICE of release dates for people
who are eligible for release from county custody and publishing release dates online. Since the pandemic, the Sheriff's
Office has failed to provide answers about the spread of COVID-19 in the county’s jails, how many people they have
turned over to ICE through notifications, and why they continue to publish release dates online. On top of this, the
recent Supreme Court Decision in US v. CA leaves intact rules that prohibit law enforcement officials from aiding federal
agents in taking custody of immigrants as they are released from jail. This means that, in the midst of a pandemic, Sheriff
Livingston and his department have made the decision to cooperate with ICE out of their own volition.

In light of these concerns, we make the following demands:

I. End The County’s Collaboration With ICE

The county must stop ALL collaboration with ICE and increase transparency around the Sheriff’s policies: (1) Stop
notifying ICE of release dates through communications w/ ICE and publishing release dates online, (2) Adopt CCIRA’s
recommendations to Sheriff's Immigrant Policy, AND (3) Provide the current version of the Sheriff's Immigrant Policy to
the Community, including the office’s policy on ending ICE transfers. ’

Il. Defund the Sheriff/Coroner, Close juvenile hall and Marsh Creek, and Invest in Black Communities

The Sheriff receives $3.2 mill to be the county’s coroner. | demand a DIVESTMENT of $3.2 million from the Sheriff’s
office, CLOSURE of juvenile hall and Marsh Creek DF and an INVESTMENT in: (1) community-based mental health
services, and (2) youth programs and the Orin Allen Youth Rehabilitation Facility

HI. AB 109 funds be used to assist people with reentry, not to assist the Sheriff with criminalization

We bring this demand in solidarity with Black communities because, like Black communities, immigrant communities

experience the devastating effects of mass incarceration in jails, prisons, and ICE facilities. The county should reinvest in
our communities, not shift critical funds to subsidize the Sheriff’s coffers. AB 109 funds are designed to help challenge



the racist system of mass incarceration and reduce recidivism by increasing reentry services — particularly for
communities of color disproportionately impacted by the criminal justice system.

I respectfully request your attention to the aforementioned demands. When law enforcement agencies are entangled
with ICE and do not respond to the needs of the people they serve, it creates a chilling effect in the community, making
each of us less safe. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,
nicole zapata
Walnut Creek, CA 94598




Jami NaEier

From: danielsafran@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of Daniel Safran
i m>

Sent: Tuesday, July 28, 2020 9:29 AM

To: Truth Act

Subject: Re: Public Comment for 7/28/20 TRUTH Act Forum

Dear Public Comment Submission,
My name is Dan Safran and | have been a resident of Contra Costa County for more than 25 years.

| participate in today’s forum in support of the many Contra Costa organizations devoted to racial justice. | wish I could
deliver my brief comments in person but the current health crisis makes this impossible.

I'm very disappointed that the Board has severely limited public engagement in this year’s TRUTH Act forum. In that
regard, | will limit my statement to a very few points, I'm also upset that the Board set the start of the forum to 9:30am,
a time when most of the essential workers we depend on find it impossible to participate at this time of day.

Sheriff Livingston and his department have demonstrated significant disregard for the needs, safety and well-being of
Contra Costa’s communities of color, but also with their continued collaboration with ICE. It is of great concern that our
county's Board of Supervisors is adding funds to the Sheriff's budget while, at the same time, the BOS is cutting services
that most County residents depend on.

I support the demands of the Contra Costa Immigrant Rights Alliance:
l. End The County’s Collaboration With ICE
The county must stop ALL collaboration with ICE and increase transparency around the Sheriff’s policies:

(1) Stop notifying ICE of release dates through communications w/ ICE and publishing release dates online

(2) Adopt CCIRA’s recommendations to Sheriff’'s Immigrant Policy, AND

(3) Provide the current version of the Sheriff's Immigrant Policy to the Community, including the office’s policy on
ending ICE transfers.

iI. Defund the Sheriff/Coroner, Close juvenile hall and Marsh Creek, and Invest in Black Communities

The Sheriff receives $3.2 mill to be the county’s coroner. | demand a DIVESTMENT of $3.2 million from the Sheriff's
office, CLOSURE of juvenile hall and Marsh Creek DF and an INVESTMENT in:

(1) community-based mental health services

(2) youth programs and the Orin Allen Youth Rehabilitation Facility

lll. AB 109 funds be used to assist people with reentry, not to assist the Sheriff with criminalization

We bring this demand in solidarity with Black communities because, like Black communities, immigrant communities
experience the devastating effects of mass incarceration in jails, prisons, and ICE facilities. The county should reinvest in
our communities, not shift critical funds to subsidize the Sheriff’s coffers. AB 109 funds are designed to help challenge
the racist system of mass incarceration and reduce recidivism by increasing reentry services — particularly for
communities of color disproportionately impacted by the criminal justice system.
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I respectfully request your attention to the aforementioned demands. When law enforcement agencies are entangled
with ICE and do not respond to the needs of the people they serve, it creates a chilling effect in the community, making
each of us less safe. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,
Daniel Safran
Pleasant Hill, CA 94523




Jami NaBier

From: debra@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of Debra Ballinger
< n>

Sent: Tuesday, July 28, 2020 9:29 AM

To: Truth Act

Subject: Re: Public Comment for 7/28/20 TRUTH Act Forum

Dear Public Comment Submission,

My name is Debra Ballinger, Executive Director of Monument Impact. We serve the immigrant and refugees community
in Central and East Contra Costa County. | am also a resident of Concord. resident of where you live in Contra Costa
County.

I am proud to participate in today’s forum in solidarity with the many Contra Costa community racial justice
organizations. It is unfortunate that | cannot deliver this comment during the forum. The Board has severely limited
public engagement in this year’s TRUTH Act forum by beginning the forum at 9:30am -- an inaccessible time for essential
workers, many of whom are immigrants -- and limiting public comment to 60 seconds.

I'am concerned not only with Sheriff Livingston and his department's utter disregard for the been needs, safety and
wellbeing of Contra Costa’s communities of color, but also with their continued collaboration with ICE. The COVID-19
pandemic is sickening and killing people in jails, prisons, and ICE facilities all over the country. | am deeply disturbed that
despite this sobering reality, the Contra Costa Sheriff's Department maintains a policy of notifying ICE of release dates
for people who are eligible for release from county custody and publishing release dates online. Since the pandemic, the
Sheriff’s Office has failed to provide answers about the spread of COVID-19 in the county’s jails, how many people they
have turned over to ICE through notifications, and why they continue to publish release dates online. On top of this, the
recent Supreme Court Decision in US v. CA leaves intact rules that prohibit law enforcement officials from aiding federal
agents in taking custody of immigrants as they are released from jail. This means that, in the midst of a pandemic, Sheriff
Livingston and his department have made the decision to cooperate with ICE out of their own volition.

In light of these concerns, we make the following demands:
I. End The County’s Collaboration With ICE

The county must stop ALL collaboration with ICE and increase transparency around the Sheriff’s policies: (1) Stop
notifying ICE of release dates through communications w/ ICE and publishing release dates online, (2) Adopt CCIRA’s
recommendations to Sheriff's Immigrant Policy, AND (3) Provide the current version of the Sheriff’s Immigrant Policy to
the Community, including the office’s policy on ending ICE transfers.

II. Defund the Sheriff/Coroner, Close juvenile hall and Marsh Creek, and Invest in Black Communities

The Sheriff receives $3.2 mill to be the county’s coroner. | demand a DIVESTMENT of $3.2 million from the Sheriff's
-office, CLOSURE of juvenile hall and Marsh Creek DF and an INVESTMENT in: (1) community-based mental health
services, and (2) youth programs and the Orin Allen Youth Rehabilitation Facility

l1l. AB 109 funds be used to assist people with reentry, not to assist the Sheriff with criminalization

We bring this demand in solidarity with Black communities because, like Black communities, immigrant communities
experience the devastating effects of mass incarceration in jails, prisons, and ICE facilities. The county should reinvest in
our communities, not shift critical funds to subsidize the Sheriff's coffers. AB 109 funds are designed to help challenge
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the racist system of mass incarceration and reduce recidivism by increasing reentry services — particularly for
communities of color disproportionately impacted by the criminal justice system.

I respectfully request your attention to the aforementioned demands. When law enforcement agencies are entangled
with ICE and do not respond to the needs of the people they serve, it creates a chilling effect in the community, making
each of us less safe. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,
Debra Ballinger
Concord, CA 94520
org




Jami Naeier

From: carmchang@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of Carmen Chang
- m>

Sent: Tuesday, July 28, 2020 9:28 AM

To: Truth Act

Subject: Re: Public Comment for 7/28/20 TRUTH Act Forum

Dear Public Comment Submission,

My name is [your name] and [I work at name of organization you work at. Briefly describe what you/ your org does
and/or | have been a resident of where you live in Contra Costa County for however long you've lived in the county].

I'am proud to participate in today’s forum in solidarity with the many Contra Costa community racial justice
organizations. It is unfortunate that | cannot deliver this comment during the forum. The Board has severely limited
public engagement in this year’s TRUTH Act forum by beginning the forum at 9:30am -- an inaccessible time for essential
workers, many of whom are immigrants -- and limiting public comment to 60 seconds.

I'am concerned not only with Sheriff Livingston and his department's utter disregard for the needs, safety and wellbeing
of Contra Costa’s communities of color, but also with their continued collaboration with ICE. The COVID-19 pandemic is
sickening and killing people in jails, prisons, and ICE facilities all over the country. | am deeply disturbed that despite this
sobering reality, the Contra Costa Sheriff's Department maintains a policy of notifying ICE of release dates for people
who are eligible for release from county custody and publishing release dates online. Since the pandemic, the Sheriff’s
Office has failed to provide answers about the spread of COVID-19 in the county’s jails, how many people they have
turned over to ICE through notifications, and why they continue to publish release dates online. On top of this, the
recent Supreme Court Decision in US v. CA leaves intact rules that prohibit law enforcement officials from aiding federal
agents in taking custody of immigrants as they are released from jail. This means that, in the midst of a pandemic, Sheriff
Livingston and his department have made the decision to cooperate with ICE out of their own volition.

In light of these concerns, we make the following demands:

I. End The County’s Collaboration With ICE

The county must stop ALL collaboration with ICE and increase transparency around the Sheriff’s policies: (1) Stop
notifying ICE of release dates through communications w/ ICE and publishing release dates online, (2) Adopt CCIRA’s
recommendations to Sheriff’'s Immigrant Policy, AND (3) Provide the current version of the Sheriff’s Immigrant Policy to
the Community, including the office’s policy on ending ICE transfers.

II. Defund the Sheriff/Coroner, Close juvenile hall and Marsh Creek, and Invest in Black Communities

The Sheriff receives $3.2 mill to be the county’s coroner. | demand a DIVESTMENT of $3.2 million from the Sheriff's
office, CLOSURE of juvenile hall and Marsh Creek DF and an INVESTMENT in: (1) community-based mental health
services, and (2) youth programs and the Orin Allen Youth Rehabilitation Facility

ll. AB 109 funds be used to assist people with reentry, not to assist the Sheriff with criminalization

We bring this demand in solidarity with Black communities because, like Black communities, immigrant communities

experience the devastating effects of mass incarceration in jails, prisons, and ICE facilities. The county should reinvest in
our communities, not shift critical funds to subsidize the Sheriff’s coffers. AB 109 funds are designed to help challenge
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the racist system of mass incarceration and reduce recidivism by increasing reentry services — particularly for
communities of color disproportionately impacted by the criminal justice system.

I respectfully request your attention to the aforementioned demands. When law enforcement agencies are entangled
with ICE and do not respond to the needs of the people they serve, it creates a chilling effect in the community, making
each of us less safe. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Carmen Chang
North Hollywood, CA
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Jami NaEier

From: Jennifer@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of Jennifer Morales
< . s —~ .. n>

Sent: Tuesday, July 28, 2020 9:25 AM

To: Truth Act

Subject: Re: Public Comment for 7/28/20 TRUTH Act Forum

Dear Public Comment Submission,

My name is Jennifer Morales and | work at Monument Impact. Monument Impact is a nonprofit serving immigrants,
refugees and low-income residents of Concord and Contra Costa County. We are a hub of resources for sorely
underserved community members, who also have been deeply hit by the crisis of COVID-19 and are now facing long-
term economic impacts as a result of this pandemic.

I'am proud to participate in today’s forum in solidarity with the many Contra Costa community racial justice
organizations. It is unfortunate that | cannot deliver this comment during the forum. The Board has severely limited
public engagement in this year’s TRUTH Act forum by beginning the forum at 9:30am -- an inaccessible time for essential
workers, many of whom are immigrants -- and limiting public comment to 60 seconds.

I am concerned not only with Sheriff Livingston and his department's utter disregard for the needs, safety and wellbeing
of Contra Costa’s communities of color, but also with their continued collaboration with ICE. The COVID-19 pandemic is
sickening and killing people in jails, prisons, and ICE facilities all over the country. | am deeply disturbed that despite this
sobering reality, the Contra Costa Sheriff’s Department maintains a policy of notifying ICE of release dates for people
who are eligible for release from county custody and publishing release dates online. Since the pandemic, the Sheriff’s
Office has failed to provide answers about the spread of COVID-19 in the county’s jails, how many people they have
turned over to ICE through notifications, and why they continue to publish release dates online. On top of this, the
recent Supreme Court Decision in US v. CA leaves intact rules that prohibit law enforcement officials from aiding federal
agents in taking custody of immigrants as they are released from jail. This means that, in the midst of a pandemic, Sheriff
Livingston and his department have made the decision to cooperate with ICE out of their own volition.

In light of these concerns, we make the following demands:

I. End The County’s Collaboration With ICE

The county must stop ALL collaboration with ICE and increase transparency around the Sheriff’s policies: (1) Stop
notifying ICE of release dates through communications w/ ICE and publishing release dates online, (2) Adopt CCIRA’s
recommendations to Sheriff’s Immigrant Policy, AND (3) Provide the current version of the Sheriff’s Immigrant Policy to
the Community, including the office’s policy on ending ICE transfers.

Il. Defund the Sheriff/Coroner, Close juvenile hall and Marsh Creek, and Invest in Black Communities

The Sheriff receives $3.2 mill to be the county’s coroner. | demand a DIVESTMENT of $3.2 million from the Sheriff’s
office, CLOSURE of juvenile hall and Marsh Creek DF and an INVESTMENT in: (1) community-based mental health
services, and (2) youth programs and the Orin Allen Youth Rehabilitation Facility

lll. AB 109 funds be used to assist people with reentry, not to assist the Sheriff with criminalization

We bring this demand in solidarity with Black communities because, like Black communities, immigrant communities
experience the devastating effects of mass incarceration in jails, prisons, and ICE facilities. The county should reinvest in
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our communities, not shift critical funds to subsidize the Sheriff’s coffers. AB 109 funds are designed to help challenge
the racist system of mass incarceration and reduce recidivism by increasing reentry services — particularly for
communities of color disproportionately impacted by the criminal justice system.

I respectfully request your attention to the aforementioned demands. When law enforcement agencies are entangled
with ICE and do not respond to the needs of the people they serve, it creates a chilling effect in the community, making
each of us less safe. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,
Jennifer Morales
Concord, CA 94520
org
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Jami Naeier
m

From: gabbylazz8@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of Gabby Lazzeretti <gabbylazz8
@everyactioncustom.com>

Sent: Tuesday, July 28, 2020 9:24 AM

To: Truth Act

Subject: Re: Public Comment for 7/28/20 TRUTH Act Forum

Dear Public Comment Submission,
My name is Gabby and Im a graduated senior at Alhambra High school here in Martinez. Ive lived in Martinez all my life.

I'am proud to participate in today’s forum in solidarity with the many Contra Costa community racial justice
organizations. It is unfortunate that | cannot deliver this comment during the forum. The Board has severely limited
public engagement in this year’s TRUTH Act forum by beginning the forum at 9:30am -- an inaccessible time for essential
workers, many of whom are immigrants -- and limiting public comment to 60 seconds.

I am concerned not only with Sheriff Livingston and his department's utter disregard for the needs, safety and wellbeing
of Contra Costa’s communities of color, but also with their continued collaboration with ICE. The COVID-19 pandemic is
sickening and killing people in jails, prisons, and ICE facilities all over the country. | am deeply disturbed that despite this
sobering reality, the Contra Costa Sheriff's Department maintains a policy of notifying ICE of release dates for people
who are eligible for release from county custody and publishing release dates online. Since the pandemic, the Sheriff’s
Office has failed to provide answers about the spread of COVID-19 in the county’s jails, how many people they have
turned over to ICE through notifications, and why they continue to publish release dates online. On top of this, the
recent Supreme Court Decision in US v. CA leaves intact rules that prohibit law enforcement officials from aiding federal
agents in taking custody of immigrants as they are released from jail. This means that, in the midst of a pandemic, Sheriff
Livingston and his department have made the decision to cooperate with ICE out of their own volition.

In light of these concerns, we make the following demands:
I. End The County’s Collaboration With ICE

The county must stop ALL collaboration with ICE and increase transparency around the Sheriff’s policies: (1) Stop
notifying ICE of release dates through communications w/ ICE and publishing release dates online, (2) Adopt CCIRA’s
recommendations to Sheriff’'s Immigrant Policy, AND (3) Provide the current version of the Sheriff’s Iimmigrant Policy to
the Community, including the office’s policy on ending ICE transfers.

Il. Defund the Sheriff/Coroner, Close juvenile hall and Marsh Creek, and Invest in Black Communities

The Sheriff receives $3.2 mill to be the county’s coroner. | demand a DIVESTMENT of $3.2 million from the Sheriff’s
office, CLOSURE of juvenile hall and Marsh Creek DF and an INVESTMENT in: (1) community-based mental health
services, and (2) youth programs and the Orin Allen Youth Rehabilitation Facility

Ill. AB 109 funds be used to assist people with reentry, not to assist the Sheriff with criminalization

We bring this demand in solidarity with Black communities because, like Black communities, immigrant communities
experience the devastating effects of mass incarceration in jails, prisons, and ICE facilities. The county should reinvest in
our communities, not shift critical funds to subsidize the Sheriff’s coffers. AB 109 funds are designed to help challenge
the racist system of mass incarceration and reduce recidivism by increasing reentry services — particularly for
communities of color disproportionately impacted by the criminal justice system.
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I respectfully request your attention to the aforementioned demands. When law enforcement agencies are entangled
with ICE and do not respond to the needs of the people they serve, it creates a chilling effect in the community, making
each of us less safe. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,
Gabby Lazzeretti
Martinez, CA
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Jami Naeier

From: Linda Olvera < - L
Sent: Tuesday, July 28, 2020 9:15 AM

To: Truth Act

Cc: Tony Bravo

Subject: [BULK] Sheriff Livingston - ACT NOW!

To: Contra Costa County Board of Supervisors

Where do you find the justification, heart and soul for allowing your Sheriff to turn over innocent immigrants to the
inhumane jails of US Immigration falsely known as "detention centers" where our innocent immigrants are dying of Covid-
19. The majority of these immigrants have done nothing criminal. Trump is the one who started rounding up our innocent
immigrants with his dog-catcher ICE agents and Border Patrol and putting them in his for-profit jails including the
hundreds of families that have been separated.

May | remind you that we are a Sanctuary County and a Sanctuary State but you have a Sheriff that resents all of this as
a strong Trump supporter and plays games in order to transfer innocent human beings to immigration jails & prisons for
the sake of monetary profits and his own personal racism towards people of color. We are now witnessing right before our
eyes in this county and this country the same actions of Hitler right before our eyes. AND YOU ARE ALLOWING THIS!!

I don't need to remind you of the great contribution of our back-breaking immigrants to this country for hundreds of years
including the essential workers that they are during this Pandemic. Where is your heart & soul? We cannot continue to
follow in Hitler's footsteps. STOP SHERIFF LIVINGSTON NOW AND FOLLOW RECOMMENDATIONS THAT OUR
COMMUNITY IS MAKING TO YOU ABOUT SHERIFE LIVINGSTONI!!!

Linda Olvera
Freedom For Immigrants
Contra Costa Immigrant Rights Alliance

Contra Costa Resident
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Jami NaEier

From: pulido.tania@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of Tania Pulido
<pulido.tania@everyactioncustom.com>

Sent: Tuesday, July 28, 2020 9:10 AM

To: Truth Act

Subject: Re: Public Comment for 7/28/20 TRUTH Act Forum

Dear Public Comment Submission,

My name is Tania Pulido, | live in Richmond, CA. | work on affordable housing in Contra Costa County and have lived here
my whole life.

Iam proud to participate in today’s forum in solidarity with the many Contra Costa community racial justice
organizations. It is unfortunate that | cannot deliver this comment during the forum. The Board has severely limited
public engagement in this year’s TRUTH Act forum by beginning the forum at 9:30am -- an inaccessible time for essential
workers, many of whom are immigrants -- and limiting public comment to 60 seconds.

I am concerned not only with Sheriff Livingston and his department's utter disregard for the needs, safety and wellbeing
of Contra Costa’s communities of color, but also with their continued collaboration with ICE. The COVID-19 pandemic is
sickening and killing people in jails, prisons, and ICE facilities all over the country. | am deeply disturbed that despite this
sobering reality, the Contra Costa Sheriff’'s Department maintains a policy of notifying ICE of release dates for people
who are eligible for release from county custody and publishing release dates online. Since the pandemic, the Sheriff's
Office has failed to provide answers about the spread of COVID-19 in the county’s jails, how many people they have
turned over to ICE through notifications, and why they continue to publish release dates online. On top of this, the
recent Supreme Court Decision in US v. CA leaves intact rules that prohibit law enforcement officials from aiding federal
agents in taking custody of immigrants as they are released from jail. This means that, in the midst of a pandemic, Sheriff
Livingston and his department have made the decision to cooperate with ICE out of their own volition.

In light of these concerns, we make the following demands:

I. End The County’s Collaboration With ICE

The county must stop ALL collaboration with ICE and increase transparency around the Sheriff’s policies: (1) Stop
notifying ICE of release dates through communications w/ ICE and publishing release dates online, (2) Adopt CCIRA’s
recommendations to Sheriff’s Immigrant Policy, AND (3) Provide the current version of the Sheriff’s Immigrant Policy to
the Community, including the office’s policy on ending ICE transfers.

Il. Defund the Sheriff/Coroner, Close juvenile hall and Marsh Creek, and Invest in Black Communities

The Sheriff receives $3.2 mill to be the county’s coroner. | demand a DIVESTMENT of $3.2 million from the Sheriff’s
office, CLOSURE of juvenile hall and Marsh Creek DF and an INVESTMENT in: (1) community-based mental health
services, and (2) youth programs and the Orin Allen Youth Rehabilitation Facility

lll. AB 109 funds be used to assist people with reentry, not to assist the Sheriff with criminalization

We bring this demand in solidarity with Black communities because, like Black communities, immigrant communities

experience the devastating effects of mass incarceration in jails, prisons, and ICE facilities. The county should reinvest in
our communities, not shift critical funds to subsidize the Sheriff's coffers. AB 109 funds are designed to help challenge
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the racist system of mass incarceration and reduce recidivism by increasing reentry services — particularly for
communities of color disproportionately impacted by the criminal justice system.

I respectfully request your attention to the aforementioned demands. When law enforcement agencies are entangled
with ICE and do not respond to the needs of the people they serve, it creates a chilling effect in the community, making
each of us less safe. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,
Tania Pulido
Richmond, CA 94801

18



Jami NaEier

From: deborahcdonovan@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of Deborah Donovan
<deborahcdonovan@everyactioncustom.com>

Sent: Tuesday, July 28, 2020 9:07 AM

To: Truth Act

Subject: Re: Public Comment for 7/28/20 TRUTH Act Forum

Dear Public Comment Submission,

My name is Deborah Donovan, | am a retired corporate lawyer and | lived in Diablo for a decade and have lived in
Pleasant Hill for 20 years.

I am proud to participate in today’s forum in solidarity with the many Contra Costa community racial justice
organizations. It is unfortunate that I cannot deliver this comment during the forum. The Board has severely limited
public engagement in this year’s TRUTH Act forum by beginning the forum at 9:30am -- an inaccessible time for essential
workers, many of whom are immigrants -- and limiting public comment to 60 seconds.

Fam concerned not only with Sheriff Livingston and his department's utter disregard for the needs, safety and wellbeing
of Contra Costa’s communities of color, but also with their continued collaboration with ICE. The COVID-19 pandemic is
sickening and killing people in jails, prisons, and ICE facilities all over the country. | am deeply disturbed that despite this
sobering reality, the Contra Costa Sheriff’'s Department maintains a policy of notifying ICE of release dates for people
who are eligible for release from county custody and publishing release dates online. Since the pandemic, the Sheriff’s
Office has failed to provide answers about the spread of COVID-19 in the county’s jails, how many people they have
turned over to ICE through notifications, and why they continue to publish release dates online. On top of this, the
recent Supreme Court Decision in US v. CA leaves intact rules that prohibit law enforcement officials from aiding federal
agents in taking custody of immigrants as they are released from jail. This means that, in the midst of a pandemic, Sheriff
Livingston and his department have made the decision to cooperate with ICE out of their own volition.

In light of these concerns, we make the following demands:

I. End The County’s Collaboration With ICE

The.county must stop ALL collaboration with ICE and increase transparency around the Sheriff’s policies: (1) Stop
notifying ICE of release dates through communications w/ ICE and publishing release dates online, (2) Adopt CCIRA's
recommendations to Sheriff’s Immigrant Policy, AND (3) Provide the current version of the Sheriff’s Immigrant Policy to
the Community, including the office’s policy on ending ICE transfers.

Il. Defund the Sheriff/Coroner, Close juvenile hall and Marsh Creek, and Invest in Black Communities

The Sheriff receives $3.2 mill to be the county’s coroner. | demand a DIVESTMENT of $3.2 million from the Sheriff's
office, CLOSURE of juvenile hall and Marsh Creek DF and an INVESTMENT in: (1) community-based mental health
services, and (2) youth programs and the Orin Allen Youth Rehabilitation Facility

Il. AB 109 funds be used to assist people with reentry, not to assist the Sheriff with criminalization

We bring this demand in solidarity with Black communities because, like Black communities, immigrant communities

experience the devastating effects of mass incarceration in jails, prisons, and ICE facilities. The county should reinvest in
our communities, not shift critical funds to subsidize the Sheriff's coffers. AB 109 funds are designed to help challenge
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the racist system of mass incarceration and reduce recidivism by increasing reentry services — particularly for
communities of color disproportionately impacted by the criminal justice system.

I respectfully request your attention to the aforementioned demands. When law enforcement agencies are entangled
with ICE and do not respond to the needs of the people they serve, it creates a chilling effect in the community, making
each of us less safe. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,
Deborah Donovan
Pleasant Hill, CA 94523
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Jami NaEier

From: Jeanettemckillop@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of Jeanette Mckillop
<jeanettemckillop@everyactioncustom.com>

Sent: Monday, July 27, 2020 9:14 PM

To: Truth Act

Subject: Re: Public Comment for 7/28/20 TRUTH Act Forum

Dear Public Comment Submission,

My name is Jeanette Mckillop and | have lived in Walnut Creek for the past five years. | am disappointed that | cannot
make a comment during the forum, but the 9:30AM time would require me to miss work.

I'am very dismayed by the Sheriff's continued cooperation with ICE. We are all facing the same health crisis and it is no
secret that COVID-19 has been spreading throughout jails, prisons, and ICE facilities here in California. This is a
humanitarian issue! | am calling on the Board of Supervisors to end the Country's collaboration with ICE, to cut the
budget allocated to the Sheriff, close juvenile hall, and reinvest that money in our black and the immigrant communities.

You must serve our community, and stop inflicting more harm during this global crisis! You must do everything in your
power to stop the spread of this deadly disease.

I respectfully request your attention to the aforementioned demands. When law enforcement agencies are entangled
with ICE and do not respond to the needs of the people they serve, it creates a chilling effect in the community, making
each of us less safe. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,
Jeanette Mckillop
Walnut Creek, CA 94596
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Jami Naeier

From: Irrussell55@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of Linda Russell <Irrussell55
@everyactioncustom.com>

Sent: Monday, July 27, 2020 8:44 PM

To: Truth Act

Subject: Re: Public Comment for 7/28/20 TRUTH Act Forum

Dear Public Comment Submission,

My name is Linda Russell and | work at John Muir as a Care Coordinator. Prior to that | was a medical social worker at
Contra Costa Regional Medical Center in Martinez for over 15 years. | have lived in Pleasant Hill for about 13 years.

I am proud to participate in today’s forum in solidarity with the many Contra Costa community racial justice
organizations. It is unfortunate that | cannot deliver this comment during the forum. The Board has severely limited
public engagement in this year’s TRUTH Act forum by beginning the forum at 9:30am -- an inaccessible time for essential
workers, many of whom are immigrants -- and limiting public comment to 60 seconds.

I'am concerned not only with Sheriff Livingston and his department's utter disregard for the needs, safety and wellbeing
of Contra Costa’s communities of color, but also with their continued collaboration with ICE. The COVID-19 pandemic is
sickening and killing people in jails, prisons, and ICE facilities all over the country. | am deeply disturbed that despite this
sobering reality, the Contra Costa Sheriff’s Department maintains a policy of notifying ICE of release dates for people
who are eligible for release from county custody and publishing release dates online. Since the pandemic, the Sheriff’s
Office has failed to provide answers about the spread of COVID-19 in the county’s jails, how many people they have
turned over to ICE through notifications, and why they continue to publish release dates online. On top of this, the
recent Supreme Court Decision in US v. CA leaves intact rules that prohibit law enforcement officials from aiding federal
agents in taking custody of immigrants as they are released from jail. This means that, in the midst of a pandemic, Sheriff
Livingston and his department have made the decision to cooperate with ICE out of their own volition.

In light of these concerns, we make the following demands:

I. End The County’s Collaboration With ICE

The county must stop ALL collaboration with ICE and increase transparency around the Sheriff’s policies: (1) Stop
notifying ICE of release dates through communications w/ ICE and publishing release dates online, (2) Adopt CCIRA’s
recommendations to Sheriff's Immigrant Policy, AND (3) Provide the current version of the Sheriff's Immigrant Policy to
the Community, including the office’s policy on ending ICE transfers.

I. Defund the Sheriff/Coroner, Close juvenile hall and Marsh Creek, and Invest in Black Communities

The Sheriff receives $3.2 mill to be the county’s coroner. | demand a DIVESTMENT of $3.2 million from the Sheriff's
office, CLOSURE of juvenile hall and Marsh Creek DF and an INVESTMENT in: (1) community-based mental health
services, and (2) youth programs and the Orin Allen Youth Rehabilitation Facility

HI. AB 109 funds be used to assist people with reentry, not to assist the Sheriff with criminalization

We bring this demand in solidarity with Black communities because, like Black communities, immigrant communities

experience the devastating effects of mass incarceration in jails, prisons, and ICE facilities. The county should reinvest in
our communities, not shift critical funds to subsidize the Sheriff’s coffers. AB 109 funds are designed to help challenge
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the racist system of mass incarceration and reduce recidivism by increasing reentry services — particularly for
communities of color disproportionately impacted by the criminal justice system.

I respectfully request your attention to the aforementioned demands. When law enforcement agencies are entangled
with ICE and do not respond to the needs of the people they serve, it creates a chilling effect in the community, making
each of us less safe. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Linda Russell
Pleasant Hill, CA 94523
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Jami NaEier

From: waynereznickphd@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of Wayne and Helen Reznick
<waynereznickphd@everyactioncustom.com>

Sent: Monday, July 27, 2020 8:37 PM

To: Truth Act

Subject: Re: Public Comment for 7/28/20 TRUTH Act Forum

Dear Public Comment Submission,

Dear Supervisor Mitchoff,

My wife and I, both psychologists, were excited to relocate from the East Coast eight years ago to settle in Clayton.
As you well know, there is much about Contra Costa that is impressive.

One feature, though has surprised and frankly disappointed us. We are at a lost to understand the Board of
Supervisor’s seeming avoidance of its responsibility for meaningful oversight and the Board’s continued expansive
funding of Sheriff Livingstone department. We have sadly witnessed your dismissive response to concerns about abusive
incidents of inmates in custody, and the Board’s overt enabling his lack of transparency, including his interaction with
ICE. No doubt you understand that, given the heightened Covid risk in ICE detention facilities, transferring released
inmates increases the risk of their death. Do you feel comfortable with that? Is this the right thing to do?

This is a time for the Board to exercise its civil and moral leadership. Throughout our country, jurisdictions and
leaders are re-examining their approach to address broad and specific community issues and to move away from
unwarranted 'over-policifying’.

Please do what is increasing becoming clear: invest thoughtfully in communities and not merely continue a pattern of
over-funding an armed and physically aggressive catch-all a pproach that makes matters worse. Transfer proposed funds
from the Sheriff’s Department to mental health, substance abuse and social services, as well as to re-entry and youth
programs.

Please exercise your role to improve the quality of life for all residents in Contra Costa County, especially those who
are vulnerable and traditionally disadvantaged.

Thanks for being open to consider these matters and to shift your approach.

I respectfully request your attention to the aforementioned demands. When law enforcement agencies are entangled
with ICE and do not respond to the needs of the people they serve, it creates a chilling effect in the community, making
each of us less safe. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Wayne and Helen Reznick
Clayton, CA 94517

w 'm
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Jami NaEier

From: marecal58@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of Marianne Callahan <marecal58
@everyactioncustom.com>

Sent: Monday, July 27, 2020 7:35 PM

To: Truth Act

Subject: Re: Public Comment for 7/28/20 TRUTH Act Forum

Dear Public Comment Submission,

My name is Marianne Callahan. | am a resident of Contra Costa County and have worked as a public school teacher in
the county for 35 years. | have lived alongside as a neighbor and worked with members of our immigrant community in
my profession, and | can attest to the contributions of this hard working community that | have grown to love. | want to
participate in today's forum, but with a 60 second time limit I'm afraid | will not be able to convey my message.

Sheriff Livingston's has been a menace to communities of color for his entire tenure. His refusal to to be transparent
and to allow outside oversight has been an ongoing concern. I'm saddened but not surprised to now learn that he
continues to cooperate with ICE even after years of community outcry and a supreme court decision that prohibits law
enforcement from aiding federal agents in taking custody of immigrants when they are released from jail.

In light of the sheriff's continued disregard of our Contra Costa Community values I join with others in these three
demands:

I. End The County’s Collaboration With ICE

The county must stop ALL collaboration with ICE and increase transparency around the Sheriff’s policies: (1) Stop
notifying ICE of release dates through communications w/ ICE and publishing release dates online, (2) Adopt CCIRA’s
recommendations to Sheriff’s Immigrant Policy, AND (3) Provide the current version of the Sheriff’'s Immigrant Policy to
the Community, including the office’s policy on ending ICE transfers.

II. Defund the Sheriff/Coroner, Close juvenile hall and Marsh Creek, and Invest in Black Communities

The Sheriff receives $3.2 mill to be the county’s coroner. | demand a DIVESTMENT of $3.2 million from the Sheriff's
office, CLOSURE of juvenile hall and Marsh Creek DF and an INVESTMENT in: (1) community-based mental health
services, and (2) youth programs and the Orin Allen Youth Rehabilitation Facility

I1l. AB 109 funds be used to assist people with reentry, not to assist the Sheriff with criminalization

We bring this demand in solidarity with Black communities because, like Black communities, immigrant communities
experience the devastating effects of mass incarceration in jails, prisons, and ICE facilities. The county should reinvest in
our communities, not shift critical funds to subsidize the Sheriff's coffers. AB 109 funds are designed to help challenge
the racist system of mass incarceration and reduce recidivism by increasing reentry services — particularly for
communities of color disproportionately impacted by the criminal justice system.

I respectfully request your attention to the aforementioned demands. When law enforcement agencies are entangled

with ICE and do not respond to the needs of the people they serve, it creates a chilling effect in the community, making
each of us less safe. Thank you for your time.
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Sincerely,
Marianne Callahan
Concord, CA 94521
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Jami Naeier

From: megkeeley327@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of Meg Keeley <megkeeley327
@everyactioncustom.com>

Sent: Monday, July 27, 2020 5:19 PM

To: Truth Act

Subject: Re: Public Comment for 7/28/20 TRUTH Act Forum

Dear Public Comment Submission,

I am proud to participate in today’s forum in solidarity with the many Contra Costa community racial justice
organizations. It is unfortunate that | cannot deliver this comment during the forum. The Board has severely limited
public engagement in this year’s TRUTH Act forum by beginning the forum at 9:30am -- an inaccessible time for essential
workers, many of whom are immigrants -- and limiting public comment to 60 seconds.

I am concerned not only with Sheriff Livingston and his department's utter disregard for the needs, safety and wellbeing
of Contra Costa’s communities of color, but also with their continued collaboration with ICE. The COVID-19 pandemic is
sickening and killing people in jails, prisons, and ICE facilities all over the country. | am deeply disturbed that despite this
sobering reality, the Contra Costa Sheriff's Department maintains a policy of notifying ICE of release dates for people
who are eligible for release from county custody and publishing release dates online. Since the pandemic, the Sheriff’s
Office has failed to provide answers about the spread of COVID-19 in the county’s jails, how many people they have
turned over to ICE through notifications, and why they continue to publish release dates online. On top of this, the
recent Supreme Court Decision in US v. CA leaves intact rules that prohibit law enforcement officials from aiding federal
agents in taking custody of immigrants as they are released from jail. This means that, in the midst of a pandemic, Sheriff
Livingston and his department have made the decision to cooperate with ICE out of their own volition.

In light of these concerns, we make the following demands:
I. End The County’s Collaboration With ICE

The county must stop ALL collaboration with ICE and increase transparency around the Sheriff’s policies: (1) Stop
notifying ICE of release dates through communications w/ ICE and publishing release dates online, (2) Adopt CCIRA’s
recommendations to Sheriff’'s Immigrant Policy, AND (3) Provide the current version of the Sheriff's Immigrant Policy to
the Community, including the office’s policy on ending ICE transfers.

II. Defund the Sheriff/Coroner, Close juvenile hall and Marsh Creek, and Invest in Black Communities

The Sheriff receives $3.2 mill to be the county’s coroner. | demand a DIVESTMENT of $3.2 million from the Sheriff’s
office, CLOSURE of juvenile hall and Marsh Creek DF and an INVESTMENT in: (1) community-based mental health
services, and (2) youth programs and the Orin Allen Youth Rehabilitation Facility

lIl. AB 109 funds be used to assist people with reentry, not to assist the Sheriff with criminalization

We bring this demand in solidarity with Black communities because, like Black communities, immigrant communities
experience the devastating effects of mass incarceration in jails, prisons, and ICE facilities. The county should reinvest in
our communities, not shift critical funds to subsidize the Sheriff’'s coffers. AB 109 funds are designed to help challenge
the racist system of mass incarceration and reduce recidivism by increasing reentry services — particularly for
communities of color disproportionately impacted by the criminal justice system.
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I respectfully request your attention to the aforementioned demands. When law enforcement agencies are entangled
with ICE and do not respond to the needs of the people they serve, it creates a chilling effect in the community, making
each of us less safe. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Meg Keeley
Walnut Creek, CA 94595
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Jami NaEier

From: cyjO01@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of Nancyj Moran <cyj01
@everyactioncustom.com>

Sent: Monday, July 27, 2020 5:05 PM

To: Truth Act

Subject: Re: Public Comment for 7/28/20 TRUTH Act Forum

Dear Public Comment Submission,

My name is [your name] and [l work at name of organization you work at. Briefly describe what you/ your org does
and/or | have been a resident of where you live in Contra Costa County for however long you’ve lived in the county].

I am proud to participate in today’s forum in solidarity with the many Contra Costa community racial justice
organizations. It is unfortunate that | cannot deliver this comment during the forum. The Board has severely limited
public engagement in this year’s TRUTH Act forum by beginning the forum at 9:30am -- an inaccessible time for essential
workers, many of whom are immigrants -- and limiting public comment to 60 seconds.

I am concerned not only with Sheriff Livingston and his department's utter disregard for the needs, safety and wellbeing
of Contra Costa’s communities of color, but also with their continued collaboration with ICE. The COVID-19 pandemic is
sickening and killing people in jails, prisons, and ICE facilities all over the country. | am deeply disturbed that despite this
sobering reality, the Contra Costa Sheriff's Department maintains a policy of notifying ICE of release dates for people
who are eligible for release from county custody and publishing release dates online. Since the pandemic, the Sheriff’s
Office has failed to provide answers about the spread of COVID-19 in the county’s jails, how many people they have
turned over to ICE through notifications, and why they continue to publish release dates online. On top of this, the
recent Supreme Court Decision in US v. CA leaves intact rules that prohibit law enforcement officials from aiding federal
agents in taking custody of immigrants as they are released from jail. This means that, in the midst of a pandemic, Sheriff
Livingston and his department have made the decision to cooperate with ICE out of their own volition.

In light of these concerns, we make the following demands:

I. End The County’s Collaboration With ICE

The county must stop ALL collaboration with ICE and increase transparency around the Sheriff's policies: (1) Stop
notifying ICE of release dates through communications w/ ICE and publishing release dates online, (2) Adopt CCIRA’s
recommendations to Sheriff’'s Immigrant Policy, AND (3) Provide the current version of the Sheriff's Immigrant Policy to
the Community, including the office’s policy on ending ICE transfers.

ll. Defund the Sheriff/Coroner, Close juvenile hall and Marsh Creek, and Invest in Black Communities

The Sheriff receives $3.2 mill to be the county’s coroner. | demand a DIVESTMENT of $3.2 million from the Sheriff’s
office, CLOSURE of juvenile hall and Marsh Creek DF and an INVESTMENT in: (1) community-based mental health
services, and (2) youth programs and the Orin Allen Youth Rehabilitation Facility

lIl. AB 109 funds be used to assist people with reentry, not to assist the Sheriff with criminalization

We bring this demand in solidarity with Black communities because, like Black communities, immigrant communities

experience the devastating effects of mass incarceration in jails, prisons, and ICE facilities. The county should reinvest in
our communities, not shift critical funds to subsidize the Sheriff’s coffers. AB 109 funds are designed to help challenge
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the racist system of mass incarceration and reduce recidivism by increasing reentry services — particularly for
communities of color disproportionately impacted by the criminal justice system.

I respectfully request your attention to the aforementioned demands. When law enforcement agencies are entangled
with ICE and do not respond to the needs of the people they serve, it creates a chilling effect in the community, making
each of us less safe. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Nancyj Moran
Walnut Creek, CA 94595
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Jami Naeier

SRS SR SiES S R R T e T ==
From: sallyedgerton27@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of Sally Edgerton <sallyedgerton27
@everyactioncustom.com>
Sent: Monday, July 27, 2020 4:33 PM
To: Truth Act
Subject: Re: Public Comment for 7/28/20 TRUTH Act Forum

Dear Public Comment Submission,

My name is [your name] and [I work at name of organization you work at. Briefly describe what you/ your org does
and/or | have been a resident of where you live in Contra Costa County for however long you’ve lived in the county].

| am proud to participate in today’s forum in solidarity with the many Contra Costa community racial justice
organizations. It is unfortunate that | cannot deliver this comment during the forum. The Board has severely limited
public engagement in this year’s TRUTH Act forum by beginning the forum at 9:30am -- an inaccessible time for essential
workers, many of whom are immigrants -- and limiting public comment to 60 seconds.

I am concerned not only with Sheriff Livingston and his department's utter disregard for the needs, safety and wellbeing
of Contra Costa’s communities of color, but also with their continued collaboration with ICE. The COVID-19 pandemic is
sickening and killing people in jails, prisons, and ICE facilities all over the country. | am deeply disturbed that despite this
sobering reality, the Contra Costa Sheriff's Department maintains a policy of notifying ICE of release dates for people
who are eligible for release from county custody and publishing release dates online. Since the pandemic, the Sheriff's
Office has failed to provide answers about the spread of COVID-19 in the county’s jails, how many people they have
turned over to ICE through notifications, and why they continue to publish release dates online. On top of this, the
recent Supreme Court Decision in US v. CA leaves intact rules that prohibit law enforcement officials from aiding federal
agents in taking custody of immigrants as they are released from jail. This means that, in the midst of a pandemic, Sheriff
Livingston and his department have made the decision to cooperate with ICE out of their own volition.

In light of these concerns, we make the following demands:

I. End The County’s Collaboration With ICE

The county must stop ALL collaboration with ICE and increase transparency around the Sheriff’s policies: (1) Stop
notifying ICE of release dates through communications w/ ICE and publishing release dates online, (2) Adopt CCIRA’s
recommendations to Sheriff’'s Immigrant Policy, AND (3) Provide the current version of the Sheriff's Immigrant Policy to
the Community, including the office’s policy on ending ICE transfers.

Il. Defund the Sheriff/Coroner, Close juvenile hall and Marsh Creek, and Invest in Black Communities

The Sheriff receives $3.2 mill to be the county’s coroner. | demand a DIVESTMENT of $3.2 million from the Sheriff’s
office, CLOSURE of juvenile hall and Marsh Creek DF and an INVESTMENT in: (1) community-based mental health
services, and (2) youth programs and the Orin Allen Youth Rehabilitation Facility

lll. AB 109 funds be used to assist people with reentry, not to assist the Sheriff with criminalization

We bring this demand in solidarity with Black communities because, like Black communities, immigrant communities

experience the devastating effects of mass incarceration in jails, prisons, and ICE facilities. The county should reinvest in
our communities, not shift critical funds to subsidize the Sheriff’s coffers. AB 109 funds are designed to help challenge
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the racist system of mass incarceration and reduce recidivism by increasing reentry services — particularly for
communities of color disproportionately impacted by the criminal justice system.

I respectfully request your attention to the aforementioned demands. When law enforcement agencies are entangled
with ICE and do not respond to the needs of the people they serve, it creates a chilling effect in the community, making
each of us less safe. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,
Sally Edgerton
Walnut Creek. CA 94595
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Jami Naeier

From: ehhampshire@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of Emily Hampshire
<ehhampshire@everyactioncustom.com>

Sent: Monday, July 27, 2020 1:27 PM

To: Truth Act

Subject: Re: Public Comment for 7/28/20 TRUTH Act Forum

Dear Public Comment Submission,

My name is Emily Hampshire and | am a lifelong Contra Costa resident & current social work graduate student at UC
Berkeley.

I am proud to participate in today’s forum in solidarity with the many Contra Costa community racial justice
organizations. It is unfortunate that | cannot deliver this comment during the forum. The Board has severely limited
public engagement in this year’s TRUTH Act forum by beginning the forum at 9:30am -- an inaccessible time for essential
workers, many of whom are immigrants -- and limiting public comment to 60 seconds.

I am concerned not only with Sheriff Livingston and his department's utter disregard for the needs, safety and wellbeing
of Contra Costa’s communities of color, but also with their continued collaboration with ICE. The COVID-19 pandemic is
sickening and killing people in jails, prisons, and ICE facilities all over the country. | am deeply disturbed that despite this
sobering reality, the Contra Costa Sheriff’'s Department maintains a policy of notifying ICE of release dates for people
who are eligible for release from county custody and publishing release dates online. Since the pandemic, the Sheriff’s
Office has failed to provide answers about the spread of COVID-19 in the county’s jails, how many people they have
turned over to ICE through notifications, and why they continue to publish release dates online. On top of this, the
recent Supreme Court Decision in US v. CA leaves intact rules that prohibit law enforcement officials from aiding federal
agents in taking custody of immigrants as they are released from jail. This means that, in the midst of a pandemic, Sheriff
Livingston and his department have made the decision to cooperate with ICE out of their own volition.

In light of these concerns, we make the following demands:

I. End The County’s Collaboration With ICE

The county must stop ALL collaboration with ICE and increase transparency around the Sheriff’s policies: (1) Stop
notifying ICE of release dates through communications w/ ICE and publishing release dates online, (2) Adopt CCIRA’s
recommendations to Sheriff’s Immigrant Policy, AND (3) Provide the current version of the Sheriff’s Immigrant Policy to
the Community, including the office’s policy on ending ICE transfers.

Il. Defund the Sheriff/Coroner, Close juvenile hall and Marsh Creek, and Invest in Black Communities

The Sheriff receives $3.2 mill to be the county’s coroner. | demand a DIVESTMENT of $3.2 million from the Sheriff's
office, CLOSURE of juvenile hall and Marsh Creek DF and an INVESTMENT in: (1) community-based mental health
services, and (2) youth programs and the Orin Allen Youth Rehabilitation Facility

1. AB 109 funds be used to assist people with reentry, not to assist the Sheriff with criminalization

We bring this demand in solidarity with Black communities because, like Black communities, immigrant communities

experience the devastating effects of mass incarceration in jails, prisons, and ICE facilities. The county should reinvest in
our communities, not shift critical funds to subsidize the Sheriff’s coffers. AB 109 funds are designed to help challenge
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the racist system of mass incarceration and reduce recidivism by increasing reentry services — particularly for
communities of color disproportionately impacted by the criminal justice system.

I respectfully request your attention to the aforementioned demands. When law enforcement agencies are entangled
with ICE and do not respond to the needs of the people they serve, it creates a chilling effect in the community, making
each of us less safe. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Emily Hampshire
Walnut Creek, CA 94598
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Jami Napier

B Y Y L R W FERE s AT SRR T SN e T SRS S
From: elizawii@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of Elizabeth Copley
<elizawii@everyactioncustom.com>
Sent: Monday, July 27, 2020 1:12 PM
To: Truth Act
Subject: Re: Public Comment for 7/28/20 TRUTH Act Forum

Dear Public Comment Submission,
My name is Elizabeth Copley and | have been a resident of Contra Costa County for over 14 years.

I am proud to participate in today’s forum in solidarity with the many Contra Costa community racial justice
organizations. It is unfortunate that I cannot deliver this comment during the forum. The Board has severely limited
public engagement in this year’s TRUTH Act forum by beginning the forum at 9:30am -- an inaccessible time for essential
workers, many of whom are immigrants -- and limiting public comment to 60 seconds.

I am concerned not only with Sheriff Livingston and his department's utter disregard for the needs, safety and wellbeing
of Contra Costa’s communities of color, but also with their continued collaboration with ICE. The COVID-19 pandemic is
sickening and killing people in jails, prisons, and ICE facilities all over the country. | am deeply disturbed that despite this
sobering reality, the Contra Costa Sheriff's Department maintains a policy of notifying ICE of release dates for people
who are eligible for release from county custody and publishing release dates online. Since the pandemic, the Sheriff's
Office has failed to provide answers about the spread of COVID-19 in the county’s jails, how many people they have
turned over to ICE through notifications, and why they continue to publish release dates online. On top of this, the
recent Supreme Court Decision in US v. CA leaves intact rules that prohibit law enforcement officials from aiding federal
agents in taking custody of immigrants as they are released from jail. This means that, in the midst of a pandemic, Sheriff
Livingston and his department have made the decision to cooperate with ICE out of their own volition.

In light of these concerns, we make the following demands:
I. End The County’s Collaboration With ICE

The county must stop ALL collaboration with ICE and increase transparency around the Sheriff’s policies: (1) Stop
notifying ICE of release dates through communications w/ ICE and publishing release dates online, (2) Adopt CCIRA’s
recommendations to Sheriff's Immigrant Policy, AND (3) Provide the current version of the Sheriff’s Immigrant Policy to
the Community, including the office’s policy on ending ICE transfers.

Il. Defund the Sheriff/Coroner, Close juvenile hall and Marsh Creek, and Invest in Black Communities

The Sheriff receives $3.2 mill to be the county’s coroner. | demand a DIVESTMENT of $3.2 million from the Sheriff’s
office, CLOSURE of juvenile hall and Marsh Creek DF and an INVESTMENT in: (1) community-based mental health
services, and (2) youth programs and the Orin Allen Youth Rehabilitation Facility

iIl. AB 109 funds be used to assist people with reentry, not to assist the Sheriff with criminalization

We bring this demand in solidarity with Black communities because, like Black communities, immigrant communities
experience the devastating effects of mass incarceration in jails, prisons, and ICE facilities. The county should reinvest in
our communities, not shift critical funds to subsidize the Sheriff's coffers. AB 109 funds are designed to help challenge
the racist system of mass incarceration and reduce recidivism by increasing reentry services — particularly for
communities of color disproportionately impacted by the criminal justice system.
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I respectfully request your attention to the aforementioned demands. When law enforcement agencies are entangled
with ICE and do not respond to the needs of the people they serve, it creates a chilling effect in the community, making

each of us less safe. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,
Elizabeth Copley
Walnut Creek, CA
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Jami NaEier

From: pathwork@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of Lynne White
<pathwork@everyactioncustom.com>

Sent: Monday, July 27, 2020 11:39 AM

To: Truth Act

Subject: Re: Public Comment for 7/28/20 TRUTH Act Forum

Dear Public Comment Submission,

My name is Lynne White and | am a psychotherapist and minister with offices in Pleasant Hill and Concord. I've been a
resident of Contra Costa County for 50+ years.

I am proud to participate in today’s forum in solidarity with the many Contra Costa community racial justice
organizations. It is unfortunate that | cannot deliver this comment during the forum. The Board has severely limited
public engagement in this year’s TRUTH Act forum by beginning the forum at 9:30am -- an inaccessible time for essential
workers, many of whom are immigrants -- and limiting public comment to 60 seconds.

I am concerned not only with Sheriff Livingston and his department's utter disregard for the needs, safety and wellbeing
of Contra Costa’s communities of color, but also with their continued collaboration with ICE. The COVID-19 pandemic is
sickening and killing people in jails, prisons, and ICE facilities all over the country. | am deeply disturbed that despite this
sobering reality, the Contra Costa Sheriff’s Department maintains a policy of notifying ICE of release dates for people
who are eligible for release from county custody and publishing release dates online. Since the pandemic, the Sheriff’s
Office has failed to provide answers about the spread of COVID-19 in the county’s jails, how many people they have
turned over to ICE through notifications, and why they continue to publish release dates online. Furthermore, the recent
Supreme Court Decision in US v. CA leaves intact rules that prohibit law enforcement officials from aiding federal agents
in taking custody of immigrants as they are released from jail. This means that, in the midst of a pandemic, Sheriff
Livingston and his department have made the decision to cooperate with ICE out of their own volition.

In light of these concerns, we make the following demands:
I. End The County’s Collaboration With ICE

The county must stop ALL collaboration with ICE and increase transparency around the Sheriff’s policies: (1) Stop
notifying ICE of release dates through communications w/ ICE and publishing release dates online, (2) Adopt CCIRA’s
recommendations to Sheriff’s Immigrant Policy, AND (3) Provide the current version of the Sheriff’s Immigrant Policy to
the Community, including the office’s policy on ending ICE transfers.

Il. Defund the Sheriff/Coroner, Close juvenile hall and Marsh Creek, and Invest in Black Communities

The Sheriff receives $3.2 mill to be the county’s coroner. | demand a DIVESTMENT of $3.2 million from the Sheriff’s
office, CLOSURE of juvenile hall and Marsh Creek DF and an INVESTMENT in: (1) community-based mental health
services, and (2) youth programs and the Orin Allen Youth Rehabilitation Facility

1. AB 109 funds be used to assist people with reentry, not to assist the Sheriff with criminalization

We bring this demand in solidarity with Black communities because, like Black communities, immigrant communities
experience the devastating effects of mass incarceration in jails, prisons, and ICE facilities. The county should reinvest in
our communities, not shift critical funds to subsidize the Sheriff’s coffers. AB 109 funds are designed to help challenge
the racist system of mass incarceration and reduce recidivism by increasing reentry services — particularly for
communities of color disproportionately impacted by the criminal justice system.
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I respectfully request your attention to the aforementioned demands. When law enforcement agencies are entangled
with ICE and do not respond to the needs of the people they serve, it creates a chilling effect in the community, making

each of us less safe. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,
Lynne White
Concord, CA 94518
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Jami Naeier

From: Shelihcryderman@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of Sheli Cryderman
<Shelihcryderman@everyactioncustom.com>

Sent: Monday, July 27, 2020 9:32 AM

To: Truth Act

Subject: Re: Public Comment for 7/28/20 TRUTH Act Forum

Dear Public Comment Submission,

My name is Sheli Cryderman. 1 am a member of Racial Equity for MDUSD, and am employed at MDUSD. | am asking for
the removal of support from ICE for the reasons mentioned below. | am also asking for an explanation of more and
more $ being allocated to the sheriff. | personally have acquaintances in law enforcement who honestly are admitting
that their job duties are very quiet and not busy during this time of SIP. Why are we paying for more enforcement $?

I'am proud to participate in today’s forum in solidarity with the many Contra Costa community racial justice
organizations. It is unfortunate that I cannot deliver this comment during the forum. The Board has severely limited
public engagement in this year’s TRUTH Act forum by beginning the forum at 9:30am -- an inaccessible time for essential
workers, many of whom are immigrants -- and limiting public comment to 60 seconds.

I am concerned not only with Sheriff Livingston and his department's utter disregard for the needs, safety and wellbeing
of Contra Costa’s communities of color, but also with their continued collaboration with ICE. The COVID-19 pandemic is
sickening and killing people in jails, prisons, and ICE facilities all over the country. | am deeply disturbed that despite this
sobering reality, the Contra Costa Sheriff's Department maintains a policy of notifying ICE of release dates for people
who are eligible for release from county custody and publishing release dates online. Since the pandemic, the Sheriff’s
Office has failed to provide answers about the spread of COVID-19 in the county’s jails, how many people they have
turned over to ICE through notifications, and why they continue to publish release dates online. On top of this, the
recent Supreme Court Decision in US v. CA leaves intact rules that prohibit law enforcement officials from aiding federal
agents in taking custody of immigrants as they are released from jail. This means that, in the midst of a pandemic, Sheriff
Livingston and his department have made the decision to cooperate with ICE out of their own volition.

In light of these concerns, we make the following demands:

I. End The County’s Collaboration With ICE

The county must stop ALL collaboration with ICE and increase transparency around the Sheriff’s policies: (1) Stop
notifying ICE of release dates through communications w/ ICE and publishing release dates online, (2) Adopt CCIRA’s
recommendations to Sheriff’s Immigrant Policy, AND (3) Provide the current version of the Sheriff’s Immigrant Policy to
the Community, including the office’s policy on ending ICE transfers.

II. Defund the Sheriff/Coroner, Close juvenile hall and Marsh Creek, and Invest in Black Communities

The Sheriff receives $3.2 mill to be the county’s coroner. | demand a DIVESTMENT of $3.2 million from the Sheriff’s
office, CLOSURE of juvenile hall and Marsh Creek DF and an INVESTMENT in: (1) an independent coroner; (2)
community-based mental health services, and (3) youth programs and the Orin Allen Youth Rehabilitation Facility.

Il. AB 109 funds be used to assist people with reentry, not to assist the Sheriff with criminalization

We bring this demand in solidarity with Black communities because, like Black communities, immigrant communities
experience the devastating effects of mass incarceration in jails, prisons, and ICE facilities. The county should reinvest in
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our communities, not shift critical funds to subsidize the Sheriff’s coffers. AB 109 funds are designed to help challenge
the racist system of mass incarceration and reduce recidivism by increasing reentry services — particularly for
communities of color disproportionately impacted by the criminal justice system.

| respectfully request your attention to the aforementioned demands. When law enforcement agencies are entangled
with ICE and do not respond to the needs of the people they serve, it creates a chilling effect in the community, making
each of us less safe. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Sheli Cryderman
Concord, CA 94519
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Jami Napier

R e CaIFE rummSve eSS
From: rose1margie@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of Rose Barreto
<rose1margie@everyactioncustom.com>
Sent: Monday, July 27, 2020 9:21 AM
To: Truth Act
Subject: Re: Public Comment for 7/28/20 TRUTH Act Forum

Dear Public Comment Submission,
My name is Rose Barreto. | have been a resident in Contra Costa County for 8 years.

| am proud to participate in today’s forum in solidarity with the many Contra Costa community racial justice
organizations. It is unfortunate that | cannot deliver this comment during the forum. The Board has severely limited
public engagement in this year’s TRUTH Act forum by beginning the forum at 9:30am -- an inaccessible time for essential
workers, many of whom are immigrants -- and limiting public comment to 60 seconds.

I am concerned not only with Sheriff Livingston and his department's utter disregard for the needs, safety and wellbeing
of Contra Costa’s communities of color, but also with their continued collaboration with ICE. The COVID-19 pandemic is
sickening and killing people in jails, prisons, and ICE facilities all over the country. | am deeply disturbed that despite this
sobering reality, the Contra Costa Sheriff’'s Department maintains a policy of notifying ICE of release dates for people
who are eligible for release from county custody and publishing release dates online. Since the pandemic, the Sheriff’s
Office has failed to provide answers about the spread of COVID-19 in the county'’s jails, how many people they have
turned over to ICE through notifications, and why they continue to publish release dates online. On top of this, the
recent Supreme Court Decision in US v. CA leaves intact rules that prohibit law enforcement officials from aiding federal
agents in taking custody of immigrants as they are released from jail. This means that, in the midst of a pandemic, Sheriff
Livingston and his department have made the decision to cooperate with ICE out of their own volition.

in light of these concerns, we make the following demands:
I. End The County’s Collaboration With ICE

The county must stop ALL collaboration with ICE and increase transparency around the Sheriff’s policies: (1) Stop
notifying ICE of release dates through communications w/ ICE and publishing release dates online, (2) Adopt CCIRA’s
recommendations to Sheriff’'s Immigrant Policy, AND (3) Provide the current version of the Sheriff’s Immigrant Policy to
the Community, including the office’s policy on ending ICE transfers.

Il. Defund the Sheriff/Coroner, Close juvenile hall and Marsh Creek, and Invest in Black Communities

The Sheriff receives $3.2 mill to be the county’s coroner. | demand a DIVESTMENT of $3.2 million from the Sheriff’s
office, CLOSURE of juvenile hall and Marsh Creek DF and an INVESTMENT in: (1) an independent coroner; (2)
community-based mental health services, and (3) youth programs and the Orin Allen Youth Rehabilitation Facility.

Ill. AB 109 funds be used to assist people with reentry, not to assist the Sheriff with criminalization

We bring this demand in solidarity with Black communities because, like Black communities, immigrant communities
experience the devastating effects of mass incarceration in jails, prisons, and ICE facilities. The county should reinvest in
our communities, not shift critical funds to subsidize the Sheriff's coffers. AB 109 funds are designed to help challenge
the racist system of mass incarceration and reduce recidivism by increasing reentry services — particularly for
communities of color disproportionately impacted by the criminal justice system.
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/
I respectfully request your attention to the aforementioned demands. When law enforcement agencies are entangled
with ICE and do not respond to the needs of the people they serve, it creates a chilling effect in the community, making
each of us less safe. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Rose Barreto

Walnut Creek, CA 94598
om
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Jami NaEier

From: emills1948@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of Elsie Mills <emills1948
@everyactioncustom.com>

Sent: Monday, July 27, 2020 9:04 AM

To: Truth Act

Subject: Re: Public Comment for 7/28/20 TRUTH Act Forum

Dear Public Comment Submission,

My name is Elsie Mills and am a member of Showing Up for Racial Justice (SURJ) Contra Costa County. | have lived in
Concord for 4 years.

I am proud to participate in today’s forum in solidarity with the many Contra Costa community racial justice
organizations. It is unfortunate that I cannot deliver this comment during the forum. The Board has severely limited
public engagement in this year’s TRUTH Act forum by beginning the forum at 9:30am -- an inaccessible time for essential
workers, many of whom are immigrants -- and limiting public comment to 60 seconds.

I am concerned not only with Sheriff Livingston and his department's utter disregard for the needs, safety and wellbeing
of Contra Costa’s communities of color, but also with their continued collaboration with ICE. The COVID-19 pandemic is
sickening and killing people in jails, prisons, and ICE facilities all over the country. | am deeply disturbed that despite this
sobering reality, the Contra Costa Sheriff’s Department maintains a policy of notifying ICE of release dates for people
who are eligible for release from county custody and publishing release dates online. Since the pandemic, the Sheriff's
Office has failed to provide answers about the spread of COVID-19 in the county’s jails, how many people they have
turned over to ICE through notifications, and why they continue to publish release dates online. On top of this, the
recent Supreme Court Decision in US v. CA leaves intact rules that prohibit law enforcement officials from aiding federal
agents in taking custody of immigrants as they are released from jail. This means that, in the midst of a pandemic, Sheriff
Livingston and his department have made the decision to cooperate with ICE out of their own volition.

In light of these concerns, we make the following demands:

I. End The County’s Collaboration With ICE

The county must stop ALL collaboration with ICE and increase transparency around the Sheriff’s policies: (1) Stop
notifying ICE of release dates through communications w/ ICE and publishing release dates online, (2) Adopt CCIRA’s
recommendations to Sheriff's Immigrant Policy, AND (3) Provide the current version of the Sheriff’s Immigrant Policy to
the Community, including the office’s policy on ending ICE transfers.

Il. Defund the Sheriff/Coroner, Close juvenile hall and Marsh Creek, and Invest in Black Communities

The Sheriff receives $3.2 mill to be the county’s coroner. | demand a DIVESTMENT of $3.2 million from the Sheriff’s
office, CLOSURE of juvenile hall and Marsh Creek DF and an INVESTMENT in: (1) an independent coroner; (2)
community-based mental health services, and (3) youth programs and the Orin Allen Youth Rehabilitation Facility.
ll. AB 109 funds be used to assist people with reentry, not to assist the Sheriff with criminalization

We bring this demand in solidarity with Black communities because, like Black communities, immigrant communities

experience the devastating effects of mass incarceration in jails, prisons, and ICE facilities. The county should reinvest in
our communities, not shift critical funds to subsidize the Sheriff’s coffers. AB 109 funds are designed to help challenge
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the racist system of mass incarceration and reduce recidivism by increasing reentry services — particularly for
communities of color disproportionately impacted by the criminal justice system.

| respectfully request your attention to the aforementioned demands. When law enforcement agencies are entangled
with ICE and do not respond to the needs of the people they serve, it creates a chilling effect in the community, making
each of us less safe. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Elsie Mills
Concord, CA 94518
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Jami Naeier

From: Liz Miller -

Sent: Friday, July 24, 2020 4:49 PM

To: Truth Act

Subject: Fwd: Public Comment for 7/28/20 TRUTH Act Forum

---------- Forwarded message ---------

From: Liz Miller <lizmiller.22 @gmail.com>

Date: Fri, Jul 24, 2020 at 4:03 PM

Subject: Public Comment for 7/28/20 TRUTH Act Forum

To: Candace Andersen <Candace.Andersen @bos.cccounty.us>, Diane Burgis <Diane.Burgis@bos.cccounty.us>, John
Gioia <John.Gioia@bos.cccounty.us>, Karen Mitchoff <Karen.Mitchoff@bos.cccounty.us>, Federal Glover
<Federal.Glover@bos.cccounty.us>

Cc: Tony Bravo <tony@workingeastbay.org>

Dear Contra Costa County Board of Supervisors,

My name is Elizabeth Miller and I have been a resident of Danville since 1996, now enjoying my community,
lifestyle, and retirement in the East Bay.

I am writing to submit comments regarding the 7/28/20 TRUTH Act Forum in solidarity with our many Contra
Costa community racial justice organizations. It is unfortunate that the extreme time constraints imposed by
the Board have severely limited public engagement in this year’s TRUTH Act Forum. Let this letter be my voice
instead.

Among other CCC citizens, | am concerned not only with Sheriff Livingston and his department's utter
disregard for the needs, safety and wellbeing of Contra Costa’s communities of color, but also with their
continued collaboration with ICE. As you must surely know, the COVID-19 pandemic is sickening and killing
people in jails, prisons, and ICE facilities all over the country. | am deeply disturbed that despite this sobering
reality, the Contra Costa Sheriff’s Department maintains a policy of notifying ICE of release dates for people
who are eligible for release from county custody and of publishing release dates online. Since the pandemic
began, the Sheriff’s Office has failed to provide answers about the spread of COVID-19 in the county’s jails,
how many people they have turned over to ICE through notifications, and why they continue to publish
release dates online. On top of this, the recent Supreme Court Decision in US v. CA leaves intact rules that
prohibit law enforcement officials from aiding federal agents in taking custody of immigrants as they are
released from jail. This means that, in the midst of a pandemic, Sheriff Livingston and his department have
made the decision to cooperate with ICE out of their own volition.

In light of these concerns, | am urging the county to put a stop to ALL collaboration with ICE and to increase
transparency around the Sheriff’s policies: (1) Stop notifying ICE of release dates through communications
with ICE and publishing release dates online, (2) Adopt the recommendations of the Contra Costa County
Immigrant Rights Alliance to Sheriff’s Inmigrant Policy, and (3) Provide the current version of the Sheriff's
Immigrant Policy to the Community, including the Office’s policy on ending ICE transfers.

36




Also concerning is the Sheriff’s additional role as county coroner. The $3.2 million supporting this should be
invested in funding an independent coroner, community-based mental health services, and a commitment
to funding the Orin Allen Youth Rehabilitation Facility.

Finally, in these times of increased awareness of racial injustice, it is more important than ever that AB 109
funds be used to assist people with reentry, rather than to subsidize the Sheriff’s coffers. AB 109 funds are
designed to help challenge the racist system of mass incarceration and reduce recidivism by increasing reentry
services — particularly for communities of color disproportionately impacted by the criminal justice system.

| respectfully request your action on the above concerns. When law enforcement agencies are entangled with
ICE and do not respond to the needs of the people they serve, it creates a chilling effect in the community,

making each of us less safe. Thank you for your time.

Elizabeth Miller
Danville resident
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D.5

Contra
To:  Board of Supervisors Costa
From: Brian M. Balbas, Public Works Director/Chief Engineer Cou nty

Date: July 28,2020

Subject: Capital Road Improvement and Preservation Program for Fiscal Year 2020/2021 to 2026/2027

RECOMMENDATION(S):

HEARING to consider adoption of Resolution No. 2020/201 to approve the Capital Road Improvement and
Preservation Program (CRIPP) for fiscal year 2020/2021 through 2026/2027, as recommended by the
Transportation, Water and Infrastructure Committee, Countywide.

FISCAL IMPACT:

No fiscal impact. Approval and adoption of the CRIPP will provide a programming document that will
outline the anticipated expenditures of road-related capital funds in the next seven years. The CRIPP is a
working document that programs funds for capital road improvement projects within the County.
Preparation of the CRIPP is a requirement of the Growth Management Program and Measure J funding.

BACKGROUND:

The CRIPP is a programming document for the funding of capital road improvement projects within
unincorporated Contra Costa County. It includes estimated project costs, funding source information, and
scheduling information for known potential projects within the next seven fiscal years. It also includes
revenue projections and a summary of estimated project-related expenditures for each funding source.

The CRIPP was established by Resolution 89/306

APPROVE | | OTHER

RECOMMENDATION OF CNTY ADMINISTRATOR |:| RECOMMENDATION OF BOARD COMMITTEE

Action of Board On:  07/28/2020 APPROVED AS RECOMMENDED |:| OTHER

Clerks Notes:
VOTE OF SUPERVISORS

AYE: johp Gioia, District I Supervisor

Candace Andersen, District IT

Supervisor I hereby certify that this is a true and correct copy of an action taken and entered on the minutes of the Board

. R L of Supervisors on the date shown.
Diane Burgis, District 11T

Supervisor ATTESTED: July 28,2020

ls<aren Mitchoff, District IV David J. Twa, County Administrator and Clerk of the Board of Supervisors
upervisor

Federal D. Glover, District V
Supervisor

By: June McHuen, Deputy

Contact: Nancy Wein,
925.313.2275

cc:



BACKGR: D: NT'D

under the County Road Improvement Policy. The Policy was authorized by Government Code Section
66002 and is required under the Growth Management Element of the Contra Costa Transportation and
Growth Management Program Ordinance approved by the voters in November 1988 (Measure C-88)
and reaffirmed in 2004 with passage of Measure J. Measure J requires that each participating local
agency develop a five-year CRIPP to meet and/or maintain traffic service and performance standards. In
1991, the CRIPP was expanded to cover seven years to conform to the Congestion Management Plan,
and in 1992 the CRIPP update was changed to a biennial schedule.

Approval of the CRIPP by the Board of Supervisors does not automatically approve each individual
project listed in the CRIPP. Each project in the CRIPP is subject to a separate public review, engineering
feasibility analysis, and environmental assessment before the Board of Supervisors will consider final
approval of the project. As this is a planning level document, adoption of the CRIPP will not preclude
development and construction of projects that have not been identified.

As more information is gathered about a project, the Public Works Department may determine that the
project will cost more than originally estimated for reasons not known at this time. In such a case, the
Public Works Department will study various alternatives to find a solution to funding shortfalls. The
Public Works Department will adjust subsequent CRIPPs to reflect any changes in project scope or cost.

Adopting a CRIPP to guide our capital improvements will do several things for the County:

* Increase public awareness of how and where funds will be spent on our road system.

* Enhance public trust and increase funding transparency by demonstrating that funds are programmed
and expended in accordance with an approved program.

* Encourage more public involvement in the programming and expenditure of our capital funds.

* Provide accurate “accountability” of whether our transportation system will meet an acceptable level of
service to satisfy our growth management policies.

* Provide a basis for projecting staffing needs over the next seven years.

* Provide a budget tool to track expenditures of each type of funding utilized for capital improvements.

The CRIPP provides a generally positive outlook over the next 7-year period as gas taxes have been
increased through the 2017 Senate Bill 1. However, as of the publish date of this CRIPP, the immediate
effects of the expected economic downturn caused by the COVID-19 pandemic are yet unknown. It is
likely that because people are driving significantly less, revenues from gas taxes will be down. One or
more projects identified in this CRIPP may need to be postponed. The Public Works Transportation
Engineering Division will continue to actively seek grants to offset the probable

decrease in gas tax funding and the overall cost of capital projects in addition to seeking money to
finance the unfunded projects listed in the document.

During the course of the next CRIPP, the County will continue to improve roadway safety through
adoption of a Vision Zero Program and the complete streets initiatives where transportation is improved
for all four modes of travel: pedestrian, bicycle, transit, and the automobile. The County will continue to
innovate in the areas of safety and reliability.

CONSEQUENCE OF NEGATIVE ACTION:



Failure to approve the CRIPP could adversely affect the schedule of road improvements for the next
seven years as this document provides direction for project planning and staff requirements.

Measure J and the County’s proposed growth management policy requires adoption of a CRIPP be
enacted to meet the anticipated needs of new development impacts on the roadway systems. Without an
approved CRIPP, the County will not be able to fulfill this requirement, which would jeopardize our
Measure J return to source funding.

AGENDA ATTACHMENTS
Resolution No. 2020/201

CRIPP

MINUTES ATTACHMENTS
Signed Resolution No. 2020/201




THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF CONTRA COSTA COUNTY, CALIFORNIA

and for Special Districts, Agencies and Authorities Governed by the Board
Adopted this Resolution on 07/28/2020 by the following vote:

John Gioia
Candace Andersen

AYE: 5 Diane Burgis
Karen Mitchoff
Federal D. Glover

NO:

ABSENT:

ABSTAIN:

RECUSE:

Resolution No. 2020/201

IN THE MATTER OF the approval of the Capital Road Improvement and Preservation Program for fiscal year 2020/2021 to
2026/2027 for unincorporated Contra Costa County, Countywide.

WHEREAS, the Capital Road Improvement & Preservation Program (CRIPP) was established by Resolution 89/306 under the
County Road Improvement Policy; and

WHEREAS, the County Road Improvement Policy was authorized by Government Code Section 66002 and is required under the
Growth Management Element of the Contra Costa Transportation and Growth Management Program Ordinance approved by the
voters in November 1988 (Measure C-88) and reaffirmed in 2004 with passage of Measure J; and

WHEREAS, Measure J requires that each participating local agency develop a five-year CRIPP to meet and/or maintain traffic
service and performance standards. In 1991, the CRIPP was expanded to cover seven years to conform to the Congestion
Management Plan; and

WHEREAS, the CRIPP is a programming document for the funding of capital road improvement projects within unincorporated
Contra Costa County; and

WHEREAS, each project in the CRIPP is subject to a separate public review, engineering feasibility analysis, and environmental
assessment before the Board of Supervisors will consider final approval of the project; and

WHEREAS, adoption of the CRIPP will not preclude development and construction of projects that have not been identified; and

WHEREAS, the Public Works Department will study various alternatives to find a solution to funding shortfalls. The Public
Works Department will adjust subsequent CRIPPs to reflect any changes in project scope or cost; and

WHEREAS, adopting a CRIPP to guide our capital improvements will do several things for the County:

o Increase public awareness of how and where funds will be spent on our road system.

e Enhance public trust and increase funding transparency by demonstrating that funds are programmed and expended in
accordance with an approved program.

e Encourage more public involvement in the programming and expenditure of our capital funds.

e Provide accurate “accountability” of whether our transportation system will meet an acceptable level of service to satisfy
our growth management policies.

e Provide a basis for projecting staffing needs over the next seven years.

e Provide a budget tool to track expenditures of each type of funding utilized for capital improvements; and

WHEREAS, the CRIPP was reviewed by the County Transportation, Water and Infrastructure Committee on July 13, 2020 and
recommended to the Board of Supervisors for adoption.

WHEREAS, a hearing was held on July 28, 2020 at 9:30 a.m., in the Board of Supervisors’ Chambers; and
WHEREAS, the notice of hearing was published and posted pursuant to Government Code Section 66002 and 65090; and



NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Board of Supervisors of Contra Costa County approves the Capital Road
Improvement and Preservation Program for Fiscal Year 2020/2021 to 2026/2027.

T hereby certify that this is a true and correct copy of an action taken and entered on the minutes of the Board of Supervisors on the date shown.

ATTESTED: July 28,2020

David J. Twa, County Administrator and Clerk of the Board of Supervisors

Contact: Nancy Wein, 925.313.2275

By: June McHuen, Deputy

cC:



D.5

THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF CONTRA COSTA COUNTY, CALIFORNIA

and for Special Districts, Agencies and Authorities Governed by the Board
Adopted this Resolution on 07/28/2020 by the following vote:

John Gioia
Candace Andersen
AYE: fs‘ J Diane Burgis
Karen Mitchoff
Federal D. Glover

NO: [
ABSENT: [ /|
ABSTAIN: [ ;|
RECUSE: [/ |

IN THE MATTER OF the approval of the Capital Road Improvement and Preservation Program for fiscal year 2020/2021 to
2026/2027 for unincorporated Contra Costa County, Countywide.

Resolution No. 2020/201

WHEREAS, the Capital Road Improvement & Preservation Program (CRIPP) was established by Resolution 89/306 under the
County Road Improvement Policy; and

WHEREAS, the County Road Improvement Policy was authorized by Government Code Section 66002 and is required under the
Growth Management Element of the Contra Costa Transportation and Growth Management Program Ordinance approved by the
voters in November 1988 (Measure C-88) and reaffirmed in 2004 with passage of Measure J; and

WHEREAS, Measure J requires that each participating local agency develop a five-year CRIPP to meet and/or maintain traffic
service and performance standards. In 1991, the CRIPP was expanded to cover seven years to conform to the Congestion
Management Plan; and

WHEREAS, the CRIPP is a programming document for the funding of capital road improvement projects within unincorporated
Contra Costa County; and

WHEREAS, each project in the CRIPP is subject to a separate public review, engineering feasibility analysis, and environmental
assessment before the Board of Supervisors will consider final approval of the project; and

WHEREAS, adoption of the CRIPP will not preclude development and construction of projects that have not been identified; and

WHEREAS, the Public Works Department will study various alternatives to find a solution to funding shortfalls. The Public
Works Department will adjust subsequent CRIPPs to reflect any changes in project scope or cost; and

WHEREAS, adopting a CRIPP to guide our capital improvements will do several things for the County:

e Increase public awareness of how and where funds will be spent on our road system.

o Enhance public trust and increase funding transparency by demonstrating that funds are programmed and expended in
accordance with an approved program.

¢ Encourage more public involvement in the programming and expenditure of our capital funds.

e Provide accurate “accountability” of whether our transportation system will meet an acceptable level of service to satisfy
our growth management policies.

e Provide a basis for projecting staffing needs over the next seven years.

o Provide a budget tool to track expenditures of each type of funding utilized for capital improvements; and

WHEREAS, the CRIPP was reviewed by the County Transportation, Water and Infrastructure Committee on July 13, 2020 and
recommended to the Board of Supervisors for adoption.

WHEREAS, a hiearing was held on July 28, 2020 at 9:30 a.m., in the Board of Supervisors’ Chambers; and
WHEREAS, the notice of hearing was published and posted pursuant to Government Code Section 66002 and 65090; and



NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Board of Supervisors of Contra Costa County approves the Capital Road
Improvement and Preservation Program for Fiscal Year 2020/2021 to 2026/2027.

I hereby certify that/?mis is a true and correct copy of an action taken and entered on the minutés of the Board of Supervisors on the date shown.

ATTESTED: July 28, 2020

David J. Twa, founty Adlm%mﬂerk of the Board of Supervisors
s

Resolution 2020/201

Contact: Nancy Wein, 925.313.2275

cc:
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

The Capital Road Improvement & Preservation Program Report (CRIPP) summarizes the County’s
road improvement projects for the next seven years (Fiscal Years 2020/21 through 2026/27). The
CRIPP is a programming document that is updated every two years to provide a strategy to
program projects.

The Board of Supervisors adopted the Capital Road Improvement Policy on May 19, 1989 to guide
the development and continuation of the Capital Road Improvement & Preservation Program
(CRIPP). The first CRIPP was approved by the Board of Supervisors on April 17, 1990. When the
Board approves the biennial CRIPP, it does not approve each individual project. The CRIPP often
changes during the two-year cycle as each project is conceived, planned evaluated, designed, and
ultimately constructed. The CRIPP conforms to the Countywide Congestion Management Plan
prepared and administered by the Contra Costa Transportation Authority, which is also a seven-
year planning document that is produced biennially.

The following is a brief description of the CRIPP contents.

e Section | provides an introduction and background of the Capital Road Improvement &
Preservation Program and how it relates to the overall County Road Program.

o Section Il includes summary tables of the revenue and expenditure forecasts for the Capital
Road Projects followed by a listing of each primary Capital Road Project funding source
over the next seven years by and its related active project expenditures.

e Section Il displays projects by Supervisor District with a detailed description of the active
projects identified in Section Il. The information provided for each active project includes
a map and anticipated expenditure plan. Projects that are proposed but are not funded are
listed in this section by Supervisor District as “unfunded” projects.

The appendices include the County road improvement policies, CRIPP related Board Documents
and Resolutions, Area of Benefit project lists, and the Senate Bill 1 (SB1) -Road Maintenance
Rehabilitation Act Resolution and project list.

The CRIPP provides a generally positive outlook over the next 7-year period as gas taxes have
been increased through Senate Bill 1. However, as of the publish date of this CRIPP, the immediate
effects of the expected economic downturn caused by the COVID-19 pandemic are yet unknown.
It is likely that because people are driving significantly less, revenues from gas taxes will be down.
One or more projects identified in this CRIPP may need to be postponed. The Public Works
Transportation Engineering Division will continue to actively seek grants to offset the probable
decrease in gas tax funding and the overall cost of capital projects in addition to seeking money
to finance the unfunded projects listed in the document.

During the course of the next CRIPP, the County will continue to improve roadway safety through
adoption of a Vision Zero Program and the complete streets initiatives where transportation is
improved for all four modes of travel: pedestrian, bicycle, transit, and the automobile. The County
will continue to innovate in the areas of safety and reliability.
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COUNTY OF CONTRA COSTA
DISCLAIMER OF LIABILITY AND WARRANTIES

USER UNDERSTANDS AND AGREES THAT IT IS QUITE POSSIBLE THAT ERRORS
AND OMISSIONS WILL OCCUR IN DATA INPUT AND/OR PROGRAMMING DONE BY
COUNTY TO PROVIDE THE DATA IN THE FORM DESIRED, AND USER FURTHER
UNDERSTANDS AND AGREES THAT IT IS HIGHLY PROBABLE THAT ERRORS AND
OMISSIONS WILL OCCUR IN ANY RECORD KEEPING PROCESS, ESPECIALLY WHEN
LARGE NUMBERS OF RECORDS ARE DEVELOPED AND MAINTAINED, AND THAT
THE DATA MAY NOT MEET USER’S STANDARDS AS TO ACCURACY OR
COMPLETENESS; NOTWITH- STANDING, USER AGREES TO TAKE THE DATA “AS
IS,” FULLY EXPECTING THAT THERE MAY WELL BE ERRORS AND OMISSIONS IN
THE DATA OBTAINED FROM COUNTY.

USER FURTHER UNDERSTANDS AND AGREES THAT COUNTY MAKES
ABSOLUTELY NO WARRANTY WHATSOEVER, WHETHER EXPRESSED OR IMPLIED,
AS TO THE ACCURACY, THOROUGHNESS, VALUE, QUALITY, VALIDITY,
MERCHANTABILITY, SUITABILITY, CONDITION, OR FITNESS FOR A PARTICULAR
PURPOSE OF THE DATA OR ANY PROGRAMMING USED TO OBTAIN THE DATA,
NOR AS TO WHETHER THE DATA IS ERROR-FREE, UP-TO-DATE, COMPLETE OR
BASED UPON ACCURATE OR MEANINGFUL FACTS.

USER FURTHER UNDERSTANDS AND AGREES THAT IT FOREVER WAIVES ANY
AND ALL RIGHTS, CLAIMS, CAUSES OF ACTION OR OTHER RECOURSE THAT IT
MIGHT OTHERWISE HAVE AGAINST COUNTY FOR ANY INJURY OR DAMAGE OF
ANY TYPE, WHETHER DIRECT, INDIRECT, INCIDENTAL, CONSEQUENTIAL OR
OTHERWISE, RESULTING FROM ANY ERROR OR OMISSION IN DATA OR IN ANY
PROGRAMMING USED TO OBTAIN THE DATA, OR IN ANY MANNER ARISING OUT
OF OR RELATED TO THIS AGREEMENT OR THE DATA PROVIDED HEREUNDER.
USER AGREES THAT COUNTY SHALL NOT BE LIABLE TO USER FOR ANY
LIABILITY, CLAIM, LOSS, DAMAGE, INJURY OR EXPENSE OF ANY KIND CAUSED
OR ALLEGED TO BE CAUSED, DIRECTLY OR INDIRECTLY, BY THE INADEQUACY
OF ANY CMS OR GIS DATA OR ANY OTHER DEFICIENCY OF THE SYSTEMS, BY
ANY DELAY OR FAILURE TO PROVIDE ANY SERVICE, OR BY ANY OTHER
INTERRUPTION, DISRUPTION OR LOSS OF USER OPERATIONS. USER AGREES
THAT IT WILL, IRRESPECTIVE OF ANY ALLEGED LIABILITY, CLAIM, LOSS,
INJURY, DAMAGE OR EXPENSE CONTINUE TO PAY ALL CHARGES IN THE
AMOUNTS STATED HEREIN UNTIL THIS AGREEMENT IS PROPERLY TERMINATED
IN ACCORDANCE WITH ITS TERMS.

NOTE: “THIS DATA CONTAINS COPYRIGHTED INFORMATION OF THE
COUNTY OF CONTRA COSTA”



SECTION I

Introduction






1. INTRODUCTION TO THE 2020 CRIPP

This Capital Road Improvement & Preservation Program (CRIPP) publication is a programming
document for the funding of capital road improvement projects within unincorporated Contra
Costa County. Pursuant to the County Road Improvement Policy, this 2020 CRIPP schedules capital
road improvement projects for fiscal years 2020/2021 through 2026/2027 and balances the
estimated project costs with the projected revenues. Actual costs for Fiscal Year 2019/2020 data
have been included to provide information on current fiscal year revenues and expenditures.

The CRIPP is used by the Public Works Director and staff to communicate upcoming capital road
improvement projects. Section 11 describes the various funding sources for road projects, revenue
projections and a summary of estimated project-related expenditures. For fully funded projects
that are proposed to be constructed within the next seven fiscal years, estimated project costs,
funding source information, and scheduling information are provided in Section Il on detailed
project sheets. Section Ill is also subdivided into Countywide area and Supervisor District.
Projects covering more than one Supervisor District will be shown in their respective districts.
Unfunded projects are listed after the project data sheets for each Supervisor District.

In addition to fully funded transportation capital projects, the CRIPP also includes a forecast of
the budget to be spent on roadway preservation. Each year, selected roads throughout
unincorporated Contra Costa County receive a surface treatment between June and October. The
County Public Works Department has found that preventive maintenance using surface
treatments is the most cost-effective way to extend the useful life of the County’s road network.

Approval of the CRIPP by the Board of Supervisors does not automatically approve each individual
project listed in the CRIPP. Each project in the CRIPP is subject to a separate public environmental
review, engineering feasibility analysis, and environmental assessment. Also, each project is
evaluated to be consistent with County policies, design guidelines, and regional planning
documents, and other policies as may be adopted by the County where feasible. As each project
is scoped and funding is sought, each project is assessed for opportunities for cost effectiveness,
safety, reliability and sustainability. Since the CRIPP is a planning document, the details of each
project are considered prior to the Board of Supervisors approval of each capital project just
before construction.

Some projects may have cost increases and scope changes once these elements are evaluated in
more detail. As information is gathered about each project, the Public Works Department may
determine that the project will cost more than originally estimated for reasons not known at the
time the CRIPP is published. In such cases, the Public Works Department will study various
alternatives to find a solution to address the funding shortfall or by identifying other funding
sources. The Public Works Department will then adjust subsequent CRIPPs to reflect any changes
in project scope or cost.



2. HISTORY OF THE CRIPP

The CRIPP was established by Resolution 89/306 under the County Road Improvement Policy
(attached as Appendix A). The Policy was authorized by Government Code Section 66002 and is
required under the Growth Management Element of the Contra Costa Transportation and Growth
Management Program approved by the voters in November 1988. This element was approved
again in 2004 when Measure J, the half cent sales tax increase to fund transporation projects,
was approved. Measure J funding, including the growth management program, is administerd by
the Contra Costa Transporation Authority. In order to receive its share of funds from Measure J,
all agencies are required by CCTA to develop and maintain a five-year CRIPP to meet and/or
preserve traffic service and performance standards. In 1991, the CRIPP was expanded to cover
seven years to conform to the Congestion Management Plan, and in 1992 the CRIPP update was
changed to a biennial schedule.

3. THE COUNTY ROAD PROGRAM

The following pages describe the principal elements and activities of the County Road Program,
and how the County Road Program budget is allocated.

e The Capital Road Program is the primary focus of this CRIPP document. The capital road
program contains projects that have been scoped and included as part of the budget with
a complete funding plan. Projects include safety improvements, active transportation
improvements (such as bicycle and pedestrian-focused projects), pavement preservation
and emergency repair projects in response to natural disasters.

e Roadway Maintenance ensures that the existing roadway system remains safe and
convenient for public travel in a variety of modes: driving, walking and bicycling.
Significant funding for the road program goes to public roadway maintenance and repair
for the approximately 660 miles of the roadway network in the unincorporated areas of
Contra Costa County maintained by the Public Works Department. Some of the types of
work include the following:

Repair failed pavement and road shoulders
Repair road slides

Install traffic signs and striping

Repair and replace guardrails

Install and repair culverts and storm drain pipe
Remove debris from the public road right of way
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o Traffic-related activities typically include the responsibility for traffic control devices on

County roadway and activities such as the following:
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Review plans for construction projects proposed in the County

Coordinate with California Highway Patrol and other Law Enforcement Agencies in
regards to traffic enforcement on County Roadways

Respond to residents regarding traffic complaints and concerns

Investigate collision reports on County roads

Identify locations with recurring or high collision rates

Conduct Engineering and Traffic Surveys on major roadways to establish speed
limits

Ensure necessary roadway signing, striping, and pavement markings are in place
on County roadways

e Transportation planning activities include the following activities:

(0}

Developing and implementing capital improvements, maintenance projects, bicycle
and pedestrian projects, and neighborhood traffic management plans,

Advanced planning for the County’s transportation system

Developing long-term strategic plans to implement the circulation element of the
County General Plan

Developing and updating the seven year CRIPP, seeking funding opportunities to
support public works road related activities (e.g., traffic mitigation fee program,
grant program)

Working with the Engineering Services Division and Community Development to
review and comment on development projects’ impacts to the County’s road
network,

Working with the Board of Supervisors, community and other jurisdictions to
resolve transportation/traffic concerns

Coordinating with state, regional, and other local governments on major roadway
projects important to the region (e.g. State Route 4 Bypass)

The average annual total budget for the County road program is $62.1 million for the period
FY17/18 to FY22/23. This six-year period includes actual expenses for the past 3 years and a
projection of future expenditures for the next 3 years.

The average annual Capital Road Program budget accounts for approximately 42% of the total
road program budget for this same six-year period (see Figure 1). The average annual budget
for Maintenance activities is approximately 48% of the road program budget. Lastly, Traffic
Engineering and Transportation Planning activities are 1% and 9% of the program, respectively.
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Figure 1: Average Annual County Road Program Budget Percentage
(FY 17/18 to FY 22/23)

4. THE CAPITAL ROAD PROGRAM

The Capital Road Program contains projects that have been scoped and included as part of the
budget with a complete funding plan. Projects include safety improvements, active transportation
improvements (such as bicycle and pedestrian-focused projects), pavement preservation and
emergency repair projects in response to natural disasters. Capital Road Program projects are
funded by a variety of local, state and federal funding sources as discussed in Section Il of this
CRIPP.

Examples of Federal grants include the Active Transporation Plan (ATP) and Highway Safety
Improvement Plan (HSIP). Grants may be offered through the State level with Caltrans Local
Assistance or through the Regional level with from the Bay Area Metropolitan Transporation
Commission (MTC). Local funds include developer fees collected through the Area of Benefit
(AOB) program and Measure J funds from the countywide quarter cent increase in sales tax .
Additional information on funding sources and grants can be found in Section Il of this CRIPP.

The primary and most critical funding source for all roadway capital projects is gas tax as
discussed below.
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A. IMPORTANCE OF GAS TAX

The County uses the majority of the Gas Tax funds for road operation and maintenance, but the
next most significant portion is used for capital projects. Gas tax funds are also the main source
of funding for traffic and transportation planning activities. (Figure 2 shows how the gas tax is
distributed between these four categories.)

Transportation Planning
Activities 10% —\

Traffic Related
Activites 2%

= Road Maintenance

= Capital Road
Improvements

= Traffic Related
Activities

Transportation
Planning Activities

Figure 2: Gas Tax Percentage Allocation (FY 17/18 to FY 22/23)

Gas Taxes as Leverage for State and Federal Grant Programs

Gas tax is the primary source for the required local match necessary to go after state and federal
grants for capital projects. Without it the County would miss an opportunity to obtain additional
outside funding to help construct much needed safety, maintenance, and multi-modal
transportation improvements. Gas taxes also fund staff time to prepare the actual grant
application. Last year for every $1 dollar spent on staff time to prepare grant applications, the
County was able to get about $9 dollars in return. This resulted in successfully securing
$4,449,000 at a cost of $498,900. There are currently 26 active projects that are grant funded in
the amount of $66 million with a $24.1 million gas tax match.
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Gas Tax Update: Excise Taxes and Senate Bill 1

Gas Tax Funds come from the Gas Excise Tax which is based on the number of gallons of gasoline
sold. The County has seen a slight increase in the Gas Excise Tax over the past several years
because the number of gallons overall has increased but this increase is tempered by the use of
more fuel-efficient cars and electric vehicles. Despite this increase and prior to Senate Bill 1 (SB1)
described below, the amount of gas tax that the County received was not sufficient to fund
ongoing maintenance and repair of roadways in the unincorporated areas.

To address the need for additional local road funds for cities and counties throughout the State,
the Governor signed SB1 in 2017. SB 1, is also known as the Road Repair and Accountability Act
(RRAA) of 2017. SB1 provides much needed transportation funding for California to address basic
road maintenance, rehabilitation, and critical safety needs on both the state highway and local
streets and road system.

The California State Association of Counties (CSAC) annually provides an estimate of the yearly
revenues generated from this transportation bill. As of the publish date of the CRIPP, the
economic impacts of the COVID 19 virus are not yet known and the estimates below do not yet
reflect the expected decline in gas tax revenue. CSAC has estimated the County will receive a
a total estimated amount of $41million in gas tax revenue for FY19/20 with approximately $16
million from the Road Maintenance and Rehabilitation Account (RMRA) program under SB1. Total
gas tax revenues in FY20/21 are estimated to be $41.7 million, of which the RMRA portion is
$16.4 million. Gas tax revenue to Cities and Counties will steadily grow in future years due to
the built-in inflationary index.

SB1 emphasizes the importance of accountability and transparency in the delivery of California’s
transportation programs. Therefore, in order to be eligible for RMRA funding, state statute
requires cities and counties to provide basic RMRA project reporting to the California
Transportation Commission (Commission), which the Public Works Department does on an annual
basis.

Prior to receiving an apportionment of RMRA funds from the State Controller in a fiscal year, a
city or county must submit to the Commission a list of projects proposed to be funded with these
funds. All projects proposed to receive funding must be included in a city or county budget that
is adopted by the applicable city council or county board of supervisors at a regular public
meeting.

The list of projects must include a description and location of each proposed project, a proposed
schedule for the project’s completion, and the estimated useful life of the improvement. The
project list does not limit the flexibility of an eligible city or county to fund projects in accordance
with local needs and priorities so long as the projects are consistent with RMRA priorities. Some
example projects and uses for RMRA funding include, but are not limited to the following:

e Road Maintenance and Rehabilitation

e Safety Projects
o Railroad Grade Separations
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e Complete Streets Components (including active transportation purposes, pedestrian and
bicycle safety projects, transit facilities, and drainage and stormwater capture projects in
conjunction with any other allowable project)

e Traffic Control Devices

The County Board of Supervisors adopted a list of projects to be funded with RMRA funds for the
FY20/21 on April 28,2020 (See Appendix E). It should be noted that this project list is a small
subset of the proposed project delivery list that is outlined in the CRIPP and only focuses on how
the RMRA funds will be expended as required by the Commission.

5. CRIPP FUTURE OUTLOOK

A. DIFFERENCES IN PROGRAMMING OF EARLIER YEARS VERSUS LATER YEARS

The years at the beginning of the period covered by this program have more projects programmed
than in later years. Additional funding will need to be sought in the later years to offset
transportation needs. For example, the funds needed for maintenance activities continue to
increase as more infrastructure is built, the construction costs rise, new regulatory standards are
adopted, and additional maintenance activities beyond the scope of regular maintenance work
are needed.

In addition, projects may have unexpected cost increases and/or project scope changes,
therefore, the CRIPP will change as more is learned more about each project. As transportation
issues arise, new projects will be programmed in response to these issues and supplemental
funding (such as grants) will be sought to balance the new project costs. These changes will be
reflected in future CRIPP publications.

B. SEVEN YEAR OUTLOOK
1.) Revenues

The CRIPP provides a generally positive outlook over the next 7-year period, however, the
immediate effects of the expected economic downturn caused by the COVID-19 pandemic are
yet unknown. It is likely that because people are driving significantly less, revenues from gas
taxes will be down. One or more projects identified in this CRIPP may need to be postponed.
The Public Works Transportation Engineering Division will continue to actively seek grants to
offset the probable decrease in gas tax funding and the overall cost of capital projects in addition
to seeking money to finance the unfunded projects listed in the document.
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2.) Complete Streets

Figure 3: Typical Complete Streets Concept from bouldercolorado.gov

In 2016, the County Board of Supervisors adopted the Complete Streets Policy to ensure that
Complete Streets infrastructure was incorporated, wherever feasible and as opportunities were
presented into Capital Projects developed and constructed by the Public Works Department. The
Complete Streets concept is to provide safe, comfortable, and convenient travel along and across
public rights-of-way (including streets, roads, highways, bridges, paths, and other portions of the
County’s transportation system) through a comprehensive integrated transportation network that
serves all categories of users, including pedestrians, bicyclist, persons with disabilities, motorists,
movers of commercial goods, users and operators of public transportation, seniors, children,
youth, students, and families. Complete Streets is a design approach that requires roadways to
be planned, designed, operated, and maintained to enable safe, convenient and comfortable
travel and access for users of all ages and abilities, regardless of their mode of transportation.

In the past, significant resources went to developing projects that solely benefitted motorists by
increasing capacity and resulting in greater vehicular speeds. In recent years, there has been
more sensitivity toward the other modes of travel. The challenge for Public Works Department is
to determine which roads are suitable for Complete Streets and achieve a balance between right-
of-way and utility impacts, and the responsibility of managing project budget to construct the
additional improvements while anticipating and projecting future maintenance costs associated
with added pavement widths, streetscapes, and landscaping.
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3.) Vision Zero

Figure 4: County Roadways are patrolled by CHP. Collision reports produced by CHP on
County roads provides a data source for our Traffic Section to regularly review potential
"hot spots”; and propose potential countermeasures to reduce collision rates.

The County is looking ahead to adopt a Vision Zero program. Vision Zero is a shift in the way we
think of injury and deaths on our roadways systems. Instead of thinking of them an inevitable,
no collision that results in death or serious injury is considered acceptable. Vision Zero is used to
identify the six "E’s”: education, encouragement, engineering, enforcement, emergency services,
and evaluation that will make the roadways safer. Rather than focus all efforts in reaction to a
single collision, the Vision Zero concept takes a holistic approach to proactively educate users
through public service campaigns and targeted enforcement. Vision Zero requires agencies to
rethink how and where to devote limited resources towards the end goal of saving lives and pain
from injury on its roadway network.
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4.) Improving Water Quality

Figure 5: Sample Bioretention Basin Profect to support our Green Infrastructure Policy

The County is looking to incorporate Green Infrastructure into future road improvement projects
to comply with the State of California Regional Water Quality Control Board Municipal Regional
Permit, which also represents a new challenge facing the County as it creates additional demand
on the budget. The County will be considering more features such as bioretention basins and
trash capture devices to improve the water quality of urban runoff into the Bay from the public
road right of way. Funding for these features must be idenfied as it often relates to an increase
in construction cost, as additional environmental impacts and more right-of-way may be needed,
as well as an increase in annual maintenance costs.
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6. PROJECT HIGHLIGHTS

Over the past two years, since the publication of the last CRIPP, the County has constructed a
variety of projects ranging from safety improvements, active transportation improvements (such
as bicycle and pedestrian-focused projects), to emergency repair projects. Examples of these
types of projects are described below.

A. Pacheco Boulevard Sidewalk Gap Closure Phase 111 Project (Bike/Ped Project
Gap Closure)

Figure 6: Without a continuous path, pedestrains walked in the roadway shoulder

This project on Pacheco Boulevard in Pacheco was envisioned to increase connectivity for
pedestrians and bicyclists over Vine Hill Creek along the Pacheco Boulevard corridor adjacent to
Las Juntas Elementary School. This project is part of a series of sidewalk gap closure projects
along the Pacheco Boulevard corridor. This segment is important due to its proximity to Las Juntas
Elementary School and sensitivity to a creek crossing. Surveys from parents and school
administrators advocating for the project indicated that they wanted to improve safety for
students walking to school.

The project was funded by an Active Transportation Program (ATP) federal grant, the Martinez
Area of Benefit (AOB), Measure J, and gas taxes. The Public Works Department Design-

Construction Division engineered, advertised, and in 2018, completed the project. The project
has been well-received by the users of the new sidewalk.

Figure 7: Post-construction image of the new sidewalk/culvert extension

17



B. Rio Vista Pedestrian Connection Project (Ped Project/Water Quality

Treatment)

Figure 8: Pre-Construction Image of Pacific Avenue
(above)

Figure 9: Post-Construction Image with bike lanes
and new sidewalk with permeable concrete
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The Rio Vista Pedestrian Connection
Project closed a sidewalk gap on the
north side of Pacifica Avenue, across
from Rio Vista Elementary School, Bay
Point, and brought an existing bike lane
up to standard to improve the
pedestrian and bicycle infrastructure in
the area. The concern that initiated this
project was potential risks due to traffic
congestion and the large number of
students that converge on Pacifica
Avenue during drop-off and pick-up
times.

The community-based public
participation process for this project
consisted of meetings with the
individual school principals and the staff
at the Mt. Diablo Unified School District.
District 5 spearheaded this effort and
was grant funded.

The project was funded by an Active
Transportation Program (ATP) federal
grant, Bay Point Area of Benefit (AOB),
and gas taxes. The project was
designed in-house by the Public Works
Department Design-Construction
Division. The project was constructed
in 2018 and included pervious concrete
sidewalk as part of the County’s Green
Infrastructure. The purpose of the
permeable concrete is to help clean the
storm water before it drains into a public
drainage system and ultimately into the
Bay.



C. Emergency Projects: Morgan Territory Road Slide Repair and Alhambra Valley
Road Slide Repair

Figure 11: Washout of Alhambra Valley Figure 10: Post Construction Image of
Road in West County Alhambra Valley Road

In between the publication of the last CRIPP, two large-scale emergency projects occurred. The
first was the Morgan Territory Slide repair that resulted in a stabilization of a road that was sliding.
The second was the Alhambra Valley Road Washout project that resulted in the construction of a
new bridge over Pinole Creek Both projects. Both projects used gas taxes to get started and to
apply for emergency funding. Each project had to go through the environmental process (CEQA)
and coordinate with regulatory agencies. Although they were each designed by consultants, the
Design-Construction Division oversaw the work to ensure it met County standards.

These sorts of projects would normally take five or more years to program, design, and build, but
due to their emergency nature and the high importance of returning public access, these bridge
projects were designed and constructed in less than two years from the time of the storm event.
This means that the projects were “active projects” that were never shown in the seven year
CRIPP because they occurred between publications.

Figure 13: Resident surveying the Morgan Figure 12: Post Construction — Community
Territory Washout in Central County Opening Ceremony
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SECTION 11

Funding Sources
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CAPITAL ROAD IMPROVEMENT & PRESERVATION PROGRAM — FUNDING SOURCES

1. PROJECTED ANNUAL REVENUE SUMMARY

Table A, on page 24, is a summary of future revenue based on historical trends and current AOB
development applications for the Capital Road Program. Part | of Table A is a summary of the
primary funding sources for the capital road program including an estimate of gas tax revenues,
Measure J Return to Source Funds and Area of Benefit programs. Other funding sources such as
state match program funds and federal funds are based on actual amounts the County is expected
to receive for the various road projects in the program. Continued efforts to secure grants and
maintain cooperative relationships with other public agencies will allow the County to make the
best use of its financial resources for capital improvement projects.

Part 11 of Table A represents an estimate of the individual funding sources from the Area of Benefit
(AOB) program. The rate at which AOB revenue is generated is tied to the land development rate.
Future AOB revenue is expected to increase at a steady pace.

Part 11l of Table A represents the funding sources from the County Trust Funds. Funds held in
County Trust Funds are only shown in the CRIPP if they are proposed to be used on specific
projects within the CRIPP time period.

2. ESTIMATED ANNUAL EXPENDITURES SUMMARY
Table B, on page 25, is an estimate of the future expenditures for each funding source. This table
is based on the costs of the active projects within each funding source, and the expected

expenditures for that funding source. If the revenues in Table A fall short of expectations, the
expenditures in Table B will have to be adjusted accordingly.
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Table A: Summary of Projected Annual Revenues for Capital Projects and
Pavement Surface Treatments

(All values shown in thousands of dollars)

Program Element FY FY kY FY FY FY kY Total Revenue
g 20/21 21/22 22/23 23/24 24/25 25/26 26/27
PART I: Revenues from all County Sources
Gas Tax Funds $7,735| $13,586| $17,000| $18,000| $19,000( $20,000| $21,000 $121,872
State Match Funds $100 $100 $100 $ 100 $100 $100 $ 100 $2,421
g":j:‘cfe J Returntto $ 1,440 $ 400 $ 400 $400 $ 400 $ 400 $ 400 $5,193
Total of all Areas of
Benefit (AOB) Funds $1,482| $1,482| $1,482| $1,482| $1,482| $1,482| $1,482 $11,411
Total County Trust Funds $47 $47 $ 47 $47 $47 $0 $0 $ 282
Federal, State, and Other $12,365| $25008| $20,867| $9,549| $2,077 $0 $0 $79,042
Regional Grant Funds
Measure J Regional $ 707 $110 $819 $0 $0 $0 $0 $6,614
Other Local Funds $1,477| $8,696| $9,786| $9,926 $304 $0 $0 $31,621
Total $ 25,353 $50,329| $50,501| $ 39,504 $23,410] $21,982( $ 22,982 $ 259,355
PART I1: Itemization of Area of Benefit Revenues
Alamo AOB $100 $100 $100 $ 100 $100 $100 $ 100 $ 750
Bay Point AOB $ 100 $100 $100 $ 100 $ 100 $100 $ 100 $720
Bethel Island AOB $10 $10 $10 $10 $10 $10 $10 $71
Briones AOB $1 $1 $1 $1 $1 $1 $1 $15
Central County AOB $100 $100 $100 $100 $100 $100 $100 $900
Discovery Bay AOB $50 $50 $ 50 $50 $50 $50 $50 $ 375
i%sé County (Regional) $ 600 $ 600 $ 600 $ 600 $ 600 $ 600 $ 600 $.4.600
:eoré:ules/Rodeol Crockett $1 $1 $1 $1 $1 $1 $1 $10
Martinez AOB $ 100 $100 $100 $ 100 $100 $100 $100 $ 800
North Richmond AOB $ 200 $ 200 $ 200 $ 200 $ 200 $ 200 $ 200 $ 1,460
Z‘gcgeco (West Concord) $5 $5 $5 $5 $5 $5 $5 42
Richmond/El Sobrante
AOB $25 $25 $25 $25 $25 $25 $25 $177
South County AOB $150 $150 $150 $150 $150 $150 $ 150 $1,150
South Walnut Creek AOB $30 $30 $30 $30 $30 $30 $30 $211
West County AOB $10 $10 $10 $10 $10 $10 $10 $ 130
Subtotal $1,482| $1,482| $1,482| $1,482| $1,482| $1,482| $1,482 $11,411
PART I11: Itemization of County Trust Fund Revenues
Discovery Bay West
Mitigation Funds $20 $20 $20 $20 $20 $0 $0 $120
Keller Canyon Landfil
Mitigation Funds $27 $27 $ 27 $27 $27 $0 $0 %162
Navy Mitigation Funds $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Subtotal $ 47 $ 47 $ 47 $ 47 $ 47 $0 $0 $ 282
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Table B: Summary of Projected Annual Expenditures (CIP)

(All values shown in thousands of dollars)

FY FY FY FY FY FY FY Projected

Program Element 20721 | 21722 | 22723 | 23724 | 24725 | 25726 | 26/27 | Expenditures

PART I: Expenditures from all County Sources

Gas Tax Funds $7,735 $13,586| $15,770| $13,622| $13,384| $14,000( $ 15,000 $ 98,648
State Match Funds $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $1,721
gljjrsclére J Return to $ 1,440 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $2,793
foral of (i"o‘g)e?jno(js $1,207|  $1,947 $ 60 $0 $0 $0 $0 $3,717
Total County Trust Funds $ 504 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $1,143
;eeg?c:r?;u th;:t lfSr?dgther $12,365| $25,908| $20,867| $9,549| $2,077 $0 $0 $79,942
Measure J Regional $ 707 $110 $819 $0 $0 $0 $0 $6,614
Other Local Funds $1,477 $ 8,696 $9,786 $9,926 $ 304 $0 $0 $ 31,621

Total $ 25,456 $ 47,302 $ 15,765 $ 226,199

PART Il: Itemization of Area of Benefit Expenditures

Alamo AOB $0 $0 $0 $0 $ 250 $ 250 $ 250 $ 750
Bay Point AOB $0 $0 $ 200 $ 200 $ 500 $0 $0 $ 900
Bethel Island AOB $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Briones AOB $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Central County AOB $0 $ 100 $ 200 $ 200 $ 1,500 $0 $0 $ 2,000
Discovery Bay AOB $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
East County (Regional)

AOB $1,104 $0 $0 $0 $ 100 $ 200 $ 500 $ 2,254
Hercules/Rodeo/ Crockett

AOB $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Martinez AOB $0 $0 $0 $ 100 $ 200 $ 300 $0 $ 600
North Richmond AOB $123 $0 $ 100 $ 200 $ 500 $0 $0 $ 1,057
Pacheco (West Concord)

AOB $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Richmond/El Sobrante

AOB $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
South County AOB $0 $1,947 $ 60 $0 $0 $0 $0 $ 2,007
South Walnut Creek AOB $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
West County AOB $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

Subtotal $ 2,047 $ 560

PART I11: Itemization of County Trust Fund Expenditures
Discovery Bay West

Mitigation Funds $0 $0 %0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

Keller Canyon Landfil

Mitigation Funds $ 504 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $ 630

Navy Mitigation Funds $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $513
Subtotal $ 504 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $1,143
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3. Gas Tax Funds: Gas Tax Funds, also known as the Highway Users Tax Account, are revenues
paid by the State to cities and counties from the per-gallon motor vehicle fuel tax. This section is
a continuation of the Introduction’s background description of the Gas Tax. Appendix B of this
CRIPP shows the County-adopted guidelines for the expenditure of Gas Tax revenues following
passage of Proposition 111 in 1990.

Gas Tax Funds

End of Year Cash Balance E?L%;’IgY FISCAL YEAR (F.Y.)
Balance 19/20 | 19/20 | 19/20 19/20 19/20 19/20 19/20 26/27
End of Year Balance $0 $0 $0 $1,230 $ 5,608 $11,224 | $17,224 $ 23,224
. FISCAL YEAR (F.Y.)
Projected Revenue Revenue
(in 1,000's of Dollars) Total FY FY FY FY FY FY FY FY
19/20 | 20/21 21/22 22/23 23/24 24/25 25/26 26/27
Projected Revenue $ 121,872 $7,735 | $13,586 | $17,000 | $ 18,000 | $19,000 | $20,000 | $ 21,000
Estimated Project Expenditures Expenditure
(in 1,000's of Dollars) Total® FISCAL YEAR (F.Y.)
FY FY FY FY FY FY FY FY
19/20 20/21 21/22 22/23 23/24 24/25 25/26 26/27
Total of All Projects $ 97,837 $15,464| $13,586| $15,770| $13,622| $13,384| $14,000| $15,000
Alhambra Vallegitioad - Ferndale $ 720 $ 720 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Alhambra Valley Road
Embankment Repalr $ 1,280 $ 986 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Bailey Road/State Route 4
Interchange Pedestrian & Bicycle $ 164 $ 107 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Improvement Project
Bel Air Trail Crossing Project $ 182 $ 182 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Bridge Preverlltat_lve Maintenance $ 249 $55 $ 137 $17 $0 $0 $0 $0
roject
Byron Highway Bridge
Replacement over California $ 884 $ 65 $ 100 $ 288 $ 302 $84 $0 $0
Aqueduct (Bridge No. 28C0121)
Byron Highway / Byer Road
Safety Improvements $ 444 $18 $ 427 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Camino Tassajara Safety
Improvements - S of Windemere $ 483 $0 $0 $0 $ 483 $0 $0 $0
Pkwy to County Line
Countywide Curb Ramp Project $ 1,800 $ 300 $ 300 $ 300 $ 300 $ 300 $0 $0
Crocket Area Guardrail Upgrade $ 756 $ 471 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Countywide Guardrail Upgrades $ 175 $ 175 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Happy Valley Road -
Embankment Repair $319 $ 319 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Kirker Pass Road Northbound
Truck Lanes $6,739 $ 3,646 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Kirker Pass Road Safety Project $ 185 $ 26 $ 123 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Marsh Creek Road Bridge
Replacement (Bridge No. 28C143 $ 1,856 $ 80 $ 345 $1,031 $ 400 $0 $0 $0

& 28C145)

26




Marsh Drive Bridge Replacement
(Bridge No. 28C0442) $1,723 $ 200 $ 578 $ 540 $95 $0 $0 $0
Norris Canyon Road Safety $ 775 $0 $ 161 $ 614 $0 $0 $0 $0
Improvements
Oak Road Bikeway Project $ 283 $ 10 $ 228 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Pavement Surface Treatments $ 89,189 $7,729 | $10,000 | $11,000 | $12,000 | $13,000 | $14,000 | $ 15,000
Pinehurst Road -- Sinkhole and
Culvert Repair $ 59 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Pleasant Hill Road Bridge
Rehabilitation $ 585 $ 200 $25 $ 218 $42 $0 $0 $0
(Bridge No. 28C0154)
Rodeo Downtown Infrastructure
Project $ 408 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Rodeo Pedestrian Enhancement
Project $ 320 $0 $ 320 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
San Pablo Dam Rd Traffic Safety
Improvements $ 254 $3 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Vasco Road Safety - Phase 2 $ 2,607 $3 $ 842 $1,762 $0 $0 $0 $0
Walnut Boulevard Shoulder
Widening $ 228 $171 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Walnut Creek Crosswalk
Improvements $ 170 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

Note: Expenditure Total represents future cost only. For actual costs to date, please refer to the project data sheets in

Section 111

4. State Match Funds: State Match Funds are revenues paid by the State to counties from the
State Highway Account. The funds are to be used for transportation purposes to match federally
funded transportation projects. Funds received are treated as grants with up-front lump sum
payments and the unobligated balance of the County’s State Matching monies is paid directly to
the County, subject to availability from the State. The County uses the State Match Funds to
supplement federally funded projects.

State Match Funds

End of Year Cash Balance ETS?ISI):Y FIEEAL MR BV
(in 1,000's of Dollars) : FY FY FY FY FY FY FY FY
Balance 19/20 20/21 21/22 22/23 23/24 24/25 | 25/26 26/27
End of Year Balance $ 1,850 $ 329 $ 429 $ 529 $ 629 $ 729 $ 829 $ 929
Projected Revenue Revenue RN EIRIGD)
(in 1,000's of Dollars) Total FY FY FY FY FY FY FY FY
19/20 20/21 21/22 22/23 23/24 24/25 25/26 26/27
Projected Revenue $ 700 $ 100 $ 100 $ 100 $ 100 $ 100 $ 100 $ 100
Estimated Project Expenditures Expenditure
(in 1,000's of Dollars) Total® FISCAL YEAR (F.Y.)
FY FY FY FY FY FY FY FY
19/20 20/21 21/22 22/23 23/24 24/25 25/26 26/27
Total of All Projects $1,721 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Kirker Pass Road Northbound
Truck Lanes $1,721 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

Note: Expenditure Total represents future cost only. For actual costs to date, please refer to the project data sheets in

Section 111
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5. Measure J (formerly Measure C): The voters approved the Contra Costa Transportation
Improvement and Growth Management Program Ordinance (Measure C) in November 1988.
Measure C provides for a ¥2-cent sales tax for transportation projects within Contra Costa County.
Measure C had a twenty-year life and expired in 2009. In November 2004, voters approved the
continuation of the County’s 2 - cent sales tax by passing Measure J and extended the
transportation funding for 25 more years. The Measure J funds are composed of several different
funding programs. Return to Source Funds and Regional Funds are described here.

a. Measure J - Return to Source Funds:
jurisdictions to be used for maintenance of existing roadways and construction of new facilities
to fix capacity and safety problems in existence before 1988 (those problems that came into
existence after 1988 are presumed to be the responsibility of new development). The
proposed use for these funds is outlined in this CRIPP.

A portion of the revenue is returned to local

b. Measure J - Subregional Transportation Needs Funds: A portion of the revenue is
designated for projects of a regional significance. For the portion of these funds that the
County has access to, the proposed use is outlined in this CRIPP.

Measure J: Return to Source Funds

Note: Expenditure Total represents future cost only. For actual costs to date, please refer to the project data sheets in

Section 111

FISCAL YEAR (F.Y.
End of Year Cash Balance Er}_%;);-g Y ( )
e 19/20 | 20/21 | 21/22 | 22/23 | 23/24 | 24/25 | 25/26 | 26/27
End of Year Balance $ 3,000 $ 3,000 $ 3,400 $3,800 | $4,200 | $4,600 | $5,000 | $5,400
Projected Revenue Revenue RN EARIGND
(in 1,000's of Dollars) Total FY FY FY FY FY FY FY FY
19/20 20/21 21/22 22/23 23/24 24/25 25/26 26/27
Projected Revenue $4,793 $ 1,440 $ 400 $ 400 $ 400 $ 400 $ 400 $ 400
Estimated Project Expenditures Expenditure
(in 1,000's of Dollars) Total® FISCAL YEAR (F.Y.)
FY FY FY FY FY FY FY FY
19/20 20/21 21/22 22/23 23/24 24/25 25/26 26/27
Total of All Projects $2,793 $1,440 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Alhambra Valley Embankment
Repair Site 1 - West of Castro $ 1,006 $ 720 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Ranch Rd
Alhambra VallegitF;oad - Ferndale $ 201 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Bear Creek Road - Road
Embankment Repair $1,037 $ 720 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Happy Valley Road -
Embankment Repair $ 257 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Vasco Road Safety - Phase 2 $ 202 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
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Measure J. Subregional Transportation Needs Funds (Regional)

FISCAL YEAR (F.Y.
End of Year Cash Balance Eri%;’{g M ( )
BlEIE= 19/20 | 20/21 | 21/22 | 22/23 | 23/24 | 24/25 | 25/26 | 26/27
End of Year Balance $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
. FISCAL YEAR (F.Y.)
Projected Revenue Revenue
(in 1,000's of Dollars) Total FY FY FY FY FY FY FY FY
19/20 20/21 21/22 22/23 23/24 24/25 25/26 26/27
Projected Revenue $ 6,614 $ 707 $ 110 $ 819 $0 $0 $0 $0
Estimated Project Expenditures Expenditure
(in 1,000's of Dollars) Total® FISCAL YEAR (F.Y.)
FY FY FY FY FY FY FY
20/21 21/22 22/23 23/24 24/25 25/26 26/27
Total of All Projects $6,614 $ 707 $110 $819 $0 $0 $0 $0
Danville Blvd/Orchard Ct
Complete Streets Improvements $ 1,184 $ 497 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Kirker Pass Road Northbound
Truck Lanes $ 4,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Norris Canyon Road Safety
Improvements $1,430 $ 210 $ 110 $ 819 $0 $0 $0 $0

Note: Expenditure Total represents future cost only. For actual costs to date, please refer to the project data sheets in
Section 111

6. Federal, State, and Regional Grant Funds: The Public Works Department continuously
submits grant applications due at various times of the year for projects throughout the County.
Each type of grant has unique funding objectives. Some of these grants and their descriptions
are listed in Appendix A. Most applications compete statewide for funding, from the smallest
safety project to the largest road extension project. In many cases where Gas Tax funds are used,
the Public Works Department looks for grants or other ways to stretch its budget and to increase
the number of improvement and maintenance projects.

A quick summary of Federal, State, and Regional grants that are funding active projects in this
CRIPP are listed below. To see what funds are associated with the projects in the table, please
refer to the detail project sheets in Section IlI.

e ATP — Active Transportation Program consolidated various transportation grant programs,
which included various state and federal funds. The goals of the ATP include, but are not
limited to, increasing the proportion of trips accomplished by walking and biking, increasing
safety and mobility of non-motorized users, advancing efforts of regional agencies to achieve
greenhouse gas reduction goals, enhancing public health, and providing a broad spectrum of
projects to benefit many types of users including disadvantaged communities.

e HBP — Highway Bridge Program is to replace or rehabilitate public bridges when State and

Federal Highway Administration determine that a bridge is significantly important and qualifies
under the HBP program guidelines.
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e HSIP — Highway Safety Improvement Program is a Federal-aid program with the goal to
reduce the number of traffic fatalities and serious injuries on all public roads.

e OBAG — One Bay Area Grant program is a Metropolitan Transportation Commission funding
approach that target project investments in Priority Development Areas and regional capital
projects that focus on 1) local street and road maintenance, 2) streetscape enhancements,
3) bicycle and pedestrian improvements, 4) transportation planning, and Safe Routes to

School projects.

e TDA — Transportation Development Act is an annual competitive regional fund intended for
projects to improve pedestrians and bicyclist safety and accessibility.

Federal, State, and Regional Grant Funds

FISCAL YEAR (F.Y.
End of Year Cash Balance Eri%?{g M ( )
BlEEE 19/20 | 20/21 21/22 22/23 | 23/24 | 24/25 | 25/26 | 26/27
End of Year Balance $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
. FISCAL YEAR (F.Y.)
Projected Revenue Revenue
(in 1,000's of Dollars) Total FY FY FY FY FY FY FY FY
19/20 20/21 21/22 22/23 23/24 24/25 | 25/26 | 26/27
Projected Revenue $ 79,942 $12,365 | $25,908 | $20,867 | $9,549 | $2,077 $0 $0
Estimated Project Expenditures Expenditure
(in 1,000's of Dollars) Total® FISCAL YEAR (F.Y.)
FY FY FY FY FY FY FY FY
19/20 20/21 21/22 22/23 23/24 | 24/25 | 25/26 | 26/27
Total of All Projects $ 79,942 $12,365 | $25,908 | $20,867 | $9,549 | $2,077 $0 $0
Bailey Road/State Route 4
Interchange Pedestrian & Bicycle $ 3,744 $1,321 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Improvement Project
Bel Air Trail Crossing Project $92 $ 49 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Bridge Preventat_lve Maintenance $870 $ 85 $ 616 $ 89 $0 $0 $0 $0
Project
Byron Highway Bridge
Replacement over California $ 15,519 $ 490 $ 1,030 $5,647 | $5,935 | $2,077 $0 $0
Aqueduct (Bridge No. 28C0121)
Byron Highway / Byer Road
Safety Improvements $ 552 $0 $ 508 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Crocket Area Guardrail Upgrade $ 1,000 $ 1,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Danville Blvd/Orchard Ct
Complete Streets Improvements $2593 $ 130 $2413 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Fred Jackson Way, First mile/Last
Mile Connection Project $3,941 $ 3,331 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Countywide Guardrail Upgrades $1,109 $1,083 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Imhoff Drive Bicycle Shoulder
Restriping $ 55 $0 $55 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Kirker Pass Road Northbound
Truck Lanes $ 3,993 $1,343 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Kirker Pass Road Safety Project $1,164 $41 $1,072 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
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Marsh Creek Road Bridge
Replacement (Bridge No. 28C143 $ 10,704 $ 460 $ 805 $8,019 | $1,100 $0 $0 $0
& 28C145)
Marsh Drive Bridge Replacement
(Bridge No. 28C0442) $ 14,086 $1,235 $ 5,932 $ 5,810 $ 654 $0 $0 $0
Oak Road Bikeway Project $ 80 $0 $ 80 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Pinehurst Road -- Sinkhole and
Culvert Repair $ 564 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Pleasant Hill Road Bridge
Rehabilitation (Bridge No. $1,672 $0 $ 106 $ 1,302 $ 264 $0 $0 $0
28C0154)
Rodeo Downtown Infrastructure
Project $ 525 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Rodeo Pedestrla_n Enhancement $ 121 $ 37 $52 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Project
San Pablo Dam Rd Traffic Safety
Improvements $ 672 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Treat Boulevard Corridor
Improvements $ 1,596 $0 $0 $0 $ 1,596 $0 $0 $0
Vasco Road Safety - Phase 2 $ 15,000 $ 1,760 $ 13,240 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Walnut Boulevard Shoulder
Widening $75 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Walnut Creek Crosswalk
Improvements $217 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

Note: Expenditure Total represents future cost only. For actual costs to date, please refer to the project data sheets in
Section 111
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7. Area of Benefit (AOB) Revenues: The unincorporated areas of Contra Costa County are
divided into several Area of Benefits for road improvements focused on mitigating impacts of new
development on the transportation network. Appendix D has a page for each AOB containing the
current Ordinance Number, the project list, and an AOB map.

Within each AOB, road improvement projects to alleviate known traffic congestion or traffic safety
problems have been identified and prioritized. An AOB fee is charged to all developments that
create additional traffic in the area, to pay for these projects. The fee amount varies depending
on which AOB the property is located in, the amount of traffic generated by the development,
and the cost of the projects identified on that AOB’s Project List.

A seven-year revenue estimate was made for each of the AOBs using the past five-year revenue
history. The development potential within their respective AOB is also taken into account after
consulting with the Engineering Services and the Finance Division within the Public Works
Department.

The AOB program is constantly being updated. The updates include, revising the AOB project
lists, revising the fee schedules, adjusting the fee schedule for inflation, and adjusting the
remaining development potential. The updates may have a significant impact on potential project
funding. In addition, several AOBs are being merged or incorporated into an adjacent AOB to
become more fiscally efficient. Current AOB fees can be accessed on the County web site at
http://www.cccounty.us/AOB. The following AOBs have active capital projects and/or proposed
future AOB projects.

Alamo AOB

Bay Point AOB

Central County AOB

East County (Regional) AOB
e Martinez AOB

¢ North Richmond AOB

South County AOB

In the past CRIPPS, AOB Administrative expenditures were shown but are no longer
considered as a capital improvement project. As a result, the following AOBs and
mitigation funds have no active project and will not be shown in this section:

Bethel Island AOB

Briones AOB

Bethel Island AOB

Discovery Bay AOB
Hercules/Crockett/Rodeo AOB
Pacheco (West) FOAB

Richmond/El Sobrante AOB

South Walnut Creek AOB

West County AOB

Discovery Bay West Mitigation Funds

Revenue and End of Year balance for these AOBs can be found in Table A and Table B.
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Alamo Area of Benefit

FISCAL YEAR (F.Y.
End of Year Cash Balance Eri%;’{g i ( )
(in 1,000's of Dollars) Bal FY FY FY FY FY FY FY FY
BlEIE= 19/20 | 20/21 | 21/22 | 22/23 | 23/24 | 24/25 25/26 26/27
End of Year Balance $ 1,005 $1,155 | $1,255 | $1,355 | $1,455 | $1,305 | $1,155 | $1,005
. FISCAL YEAR (F.Y.)
Projected Revenue Revenue
(in 1,000's of Dollars) Total FY FY FY FY FY FY FY FY
19/20 | 20/21 | 21/22 | 22/23 | 23/24 | 24/25 25/26 26/27
Projected Revenue $ 650 $ 100 $ 100 $ 100 $ 100 $ 100 $ 100 $ 100
Estimated Project Expenditure
Expenditures pTotaI FISCAL YEAR (F.Y.)
(in 1,000's of Dollars)
FY FY FY FY FY FY FY FY
19/20 | 20/21 | 21/22 | 22/23 | 23/24 | 24/25 25/26 26/27
Total of All Projects $ 750 $0 $0 $0 $0 $ 250 $ 250 $ 250
Future AOB Project
(to be determined) $ 750 $0 $0 $0 $0 $ 250 $ 250 $ 250
* Please note that only fully funded projects are listed under expenditures. Also refer to Appendix E
for other proposed AOB project(s).
Bay Point Area of Benefit
FISCAL YEAR (F.Y.
End of Year Cash Balance ET;/OI; v ( )
Ellee= 19/20 | 20/21 | 21/22 | 22/23 | 23/24 | 24/25 | 25/26 | 26/27
End of Year Balance $ 1,680 $1,800 | $1,900 | $1,800 | $1,700 | $1,300 | $1,400 | $ 1,500
. FISCAL YEAR (F.Y.)
Projected Revenue Revenue
(in 1,000's of Dollars) Total FY FY FY FY FY FY FY FY
19/20 | 20/21 | 21/22 | 22/23 | 23/24 | 24/25 | 25/26 | 26/27
Projected Revenue $ 620 $ 100 $ 100 $ 100 $ 100 $ 100 $ 100 $ 100
Estimated Project Expenditure
Expenditures pTotaI FISCAL YEAR (F.Y.)
(in 1,000's of Dollars)
FY FY FY FY FY FY FY FY
19/20 | 20/21 | 21/22 | 22/23 | 23/24 | 24/25 | 25/26 | 26/27
Total of All Projects $ 900 $0 $0 $200 | $200 | $500 $0 $0
Future AOB Project
(to be determined) $ 900 $0 $0 $ 200 $200 | $500 $0 $0

* Please note that only fully funded projects are listed under expenditures. Also refer to Appendix E
for other proposed AOB project(s).
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Central County Area of Benefit

FISCAL YEAR (F.Y.
End of Year Cash Balance Eri%;’{g M ( )
(in 1,000's of Dollars) e FY FY FY FY FY FY FY FY
BlEmEs 19/20 | 20/21 | 21/22 | 22/23 | 23/24 | 24/25 | 25/26 | 26/27
End of Year Balance $ 3,521 $3,821 | $3,821 | $3,721 $ 3,621 $2,221 | $2,321 | $2,421
. FISCAL YEAR (F.Y.)
Projected Revenue Revenue
(in 1,000's of Dollars) Total FY FY FY FY FY FY FY FY
19/20 20/21 21/22 22/23 23/24 24/25 25/26 26/27
Projected Revenue $ 800 $ 100 $ 100 $ 100 $ 100 $ 100 $ 100 $ 100
Estimated Project Expenditure
Expenditures pTotaI FISCAL YEAR (F.Y.)
(in 1,000's of Dollars)
FY FY FY FY FY FY FY FY
19/20 20/21 21/22 22/23 23/24 24/25 25/26 | 26/27
Total of All Projects $ 2,000 $0 $ 100 $ 200 $ 200 $ 1,500 $0 $0
Future AOB Project
(to be determined) $ 2,000 $0 $ 100 $ 200 $ 200 $ 1,500 $0 $0
* Please note that only fully funded projects are listed under expenditures. Also refer to Appendix E
for other proposed AOB project(s).
East County (Regional) Area of Benefit
FISCAL YEAR (F.Y.
End of Year Cash Balance ErldS/oig A ( )
BlEEE 19/20 | 20/21 | 21/22 | 22/23 | 23/24 | 24/25 | 25/26 | 26/27
End of Year Balance $4,571 $4,117 $4,717 $5,317 $5,917 $6,417 | $6,817 $6,917
. FISCAL YEAR (F.Y.)
Projected Revenue Revenue
(in 1,000's of Dollars) Total FY FY FY FY FY FY FY FY
19/20 20/21 21/22 22/23 23/24 24/25 25/26 26/27
Projected Revenue $ 4,000 $ 600 $ 600 $ 600 $ 600 $ 600 $ 600 $ 600
Estimated Project Expenditure
Expenditures pTotal FISCAL YEAR (F.Y.)
(in 1,000's of Dollars)
FY FY FY FY FY FY FY FY
19/20 20/21 21/22 22/23 23/24 24/25 25/26 26/27
Total of All Projects $1,454 1 f04 $0 $0 $0 $ 100 $ 200 $ 500
Byron Highway / Byer Road
Safety Improvements $241 $ 190 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Countywide Guardrail Upgrades $943 $ 795 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Future AOB Project
(to be determined) $ 800 $0 $0 $0 $0 $ 100 $ 200 $ 500
Marsh Creek Road Bridge
Replacement (Bridge No. 28C143 $ 270 $ 120 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
& 28C145)

* Please note that only fully funded projects are listed under expenditures. Also refer to Appendix E

for other proposed AOB project(s).
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Martinez Area of Benefit

FISCAL YEAR (F.Y.
End of Year Cash Balance Eri%;’{g M ( )
BlEmEs 19/20 | 20/21 | 21/22 | 22/23 | 23/24 | 24/25 | 25/26 | 26/27
End of Year Balance $ 2,499 $2699 | $2,799 | $2,899 | $2,899 | $2,799 | $2,599 $ 2,699
. FISCAL YEAR (F.Y.)
Projected Revenue Revenue
(in 1,000's of Dollars) Total FY FY FY FY FY FY FY FY
19/20 20/21 21/22 22/23 23/24 24/25 25/26 26/27
Projected Revenue $ 700 $ 100 $ 100 $ 100 $ 100 $ 100 $ 100 $ 100
Estimated Project Expenditure
Expenditures pTotaI FISCAL YEAR (F.Y.)
(in 1,000's of Dollars)
FY FY FY FY FY FY FY FY
19/20 20/21 21/22 22/23 23/24 24/25 25/26 26/27
Total of All Projects $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Future AOB Project
(to be determined) $ 600 $0 $0 $0 $ 100 $ 200 $ 300 $0
* Please note that only fully funded projects are listed under expenditures. Also refer to Appendix E
for other proposed AOB project(s).
North Richmond Area of Benefit
FISCAL YEAR (F.Y.
End of Year Cash Balance Er}_%;):{g Y ( )
lEIES 19/20 | 20/21 | 21/22 | 22/23 | 23/24 | 24/25 | 25/26 | 26/27
End of Year Balance $ 2,157 $ 2,160 $2,360 | $2,460 | $2,460 | $2,160 | $2,360 | $2,560
. FISCAL YEAR (F.Y.)
Projected Revenue Revenue
(in 1,000's of Dollars) Total FY FY FY FY FY FY FY FY
19/20 20/21 21/22 22/23 23/24 24/25 25/26 26/27
Projected Revenue $1,260 $ 200 $ 200 $ 200 $ 200 $ 200 $ 200 $ 200
Estimated Project Expenditure
Expenditures pTotaI FISCAL YEAR (F.Y.)
(in 1,000's of Dollars)
FY FY FY FY FY FY FY FY
19/20 20/21 21/22 22/23 23/24 24/25 25/26 26/27
Total of All Projects $ 1057 $123 $0 $ 100 $ 200 $ 500 $0 $0
Fred Jackson Way, First mile/Last
Mile Connection Project $ 257 $123 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Future AOB Project
(to be determined) $ 800 $0 $0 $ 100 $ 200 $ 500 $0 $0

* Please note that only fully funded projects are listed under expenditures. Also refer to Appendix E
for other proposed AOB project(s).
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South County Area of Benefit

* Please note that only fully funded projects are listed under expenditures. Also refer to Appendix E

for other proposed AOB project(s).

FISCAL YEAR (F.Y.
End of Year Cash Balance Eri%;’{g M ( )
(in 1,000's of Dollars) o FY FY FY FY FY FY FY FY
BlEmEs 19/20 | 20/21 | 21/22 | 22/23 | 23/24 | 24/25 | 25/26 | 26/27
End of Year Balance $ 2,789 $ 3,039 $1,242 | $1,332 | $1,482 | $1,632 | $1,782 | $1,932
. FISCAL YEAR (F.Y.)
Projected Revenue Revenue
(in 1,000's of Dollars) Total FY FY FY FY FY FY FY FY
19/20 20/21 21/22 22/23 23/24 24/25 25/26 26/27
Projected Revenue $ 1,000 $ 150 $ 150 $ 150 $ 150 $ 150 $ 150 $ 150
Estimated Project Expenditure
Expenditures pTotaI FISCAL YEAR (F.Y.)
(in 1,000's of Dollars)
FY FY FY FY FY FY FY FY
19/20 20/21 21/22 22/23 23/24 24/25 25/26 26/27
Total of All Projects $ 2,007 $0 $1,947 $60 $0 $0 $0 $0
Camino Tassajara Safety
Improvements - S of Windemere $ 2,007 $0 $ 1,947 $ 60 $0 $0 $0 $0
Pkwy to County Line
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8. Trust Funds: When a large development makes a significant impact on the roadway system,
the developer may be required to contribute to a road improvement fund to mitigate the impacts
of the development. The County has three trust funds to be used for specific projects. Navy
Mitigation Funds in the Bay Point Area provided $5 million to help fund new transportation
improvements and waterfront access to offset the loss of Port Chicago Highway through the
Concord Naval Weapons Station. Other developer fees include the Discovery Bay West Traffic
Mitigation Funds, and the Keller Canyon Mitigation Funds. Each of these funds is held in trust by
the County and is listed as separate funding sources in this CRIPP.

Keller Canyon Landfill Mitigation Funds

End of EY FISCAL YEAR (F.Y.)
E”d(iﬁff&?&f;sgoﬁ;';"ce 18719 FY FY FY FY FY FY FY FY
Balance 19/20 | 20/21 | 21/22 | 22/23 | 23/24 | 24/25 | 25/26 | 26/27
End of Year Balance $ 2,490 $1,914 $1,941 | $1,968 | $1,995 | $2,022 | $2,022 | $2,022
. FISCAL YEAR (F.Y.)
Projected Revenue Revenue
(in 1,000's of Dollars) Total FY FY FY FY FY FY FY FY
19/20 20/21 21/22 22/23 23/24 24/25 25/26 26/27
Projected Revenue $ 162 $ 27 $ 27 $ 27 $ 27 $ 27 $0 $0
Estimated Project Expenditure
Expenditures pTO ol FISCAL YEAR (F.Y.)
(in 1,000's of Dollars)
FY FY FY FY FY FY FY FY
19/20 20/21 21/22 22/23 23/24 24/25 25/26 26/27
Total of All Projects $ 630 $504 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Bailey Road/State Route 4
Interchange Pedestrian & Bicycle $ 630 $ 504 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Improvement Project
* These funds are to be only used for pavement rehabilitation along Bailey Road.
Navy Mitigation Funds
End of EY FISCAL YEAR (F.Y.)
End(iﬁfl\,(oe(?or-scgsgoﬁ:gnce 18/19 FY FY FY FY FY FY FY FY
Balance 19/20 | 20/21 | 21/22 | 22/23 | 23/24 | 24/25 | 25/26 | 26/27
End of Year Balance $ 5,403 $4,890 | $4,890 | $4,890 | $4,890 | $4,890 | $4,890 | $4,890
. FISCAL YEAR (F.Y.)
Projected Revenue Revenue
(in 1,000's of Dollars) Total FY FY FY FY FY FY FY FY
19/20 20/21 21/22 22/23 23/24 24/25 25/26 26/27
Projected Revenue $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Estimated Project Expenditure
Expenditures pTotaI FISCAL YEAR (F.Y.)
(in 1,000's of Dollars)
FY FY FY FY FY FY FY FY
19/20 20/21 21/22 22/23 23/24 24/25 25/26 26/27
Total of All Projects $513 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Bay Point Utility Undergrounding
Project $ 513 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
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9. Other Local Funds: These funds include monies from other partner agencies that are
participating in construction of a project due to a shared responsibility of the facility. In addition,
funds also come from several Regional Fee programs throughout the County where the fee
program is adopted by several participating jurisdictions and is administered jointly through a
separate authority. As these Regional Fee programs are not under the authority of the County,
the revenue and expenditures for these programs are not included in the CRIPP. The Regional
Fee programs include the East Contra Costa Regional Fee and Financing Authority (ECCRFFA),
the Southern Contra Costa (SCC) Fees, West Contra Costa Transportation Advisory Committee
Fee (WCCTAC), and the Tri Valley Transportation Development (TVTD) Fee.

Other Local Funds

FISCAL YEAR (F.Y.
End of Year Cash Balance En]_%;)]f_g Y FY)
(in 1,000's of Dollars) P FY FY FY FY FY FY FY FY
e 19/20 | 20/21 | 21/22 | 22/23 | 23/24 | 24/25 | 25/26 | 26/27
End of Year Balance $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
. FISCAL YEAR (F.Y.)
Projected Revenue Revenue
(in 1,000's of Dollars) Total FY FY FY FY FY FY FY FY
19/20 20/21 21/22 22/23 23/24 24/25 25/26 26/27
Projected Revenue $ 31,621 $1,477 | $8,696 | $9,786 | $9,926 $ 304 $0 $0
Estimated Project Expenditures Expenditure
(in 1,000's of Dollars) Total® FISCAL YEAR (F.Y.)
FY FY FY FY FY FY FY FY
19/20 20/21 21/22 22/23 23/24 24/25 25/26 26/27
. $ $ $ $
Total of All Projects $ 31,621 1477 8,696 0,786 9,926 $ 304 $0 $0
Byron Highway Bridge
Replacement over California $ 2,549 $ 185 $ 280 $ 835 $ 800 $ 304 $0 $0
Aqueduct (Bridge No. 28C0121)
Camino Tassajara Safety
Improvements - S of Windemere $ 27,477 $1,247 | $7,936 | $8,407 | $8,964 $0 $0 $0
Pkwy to County Line
Marsh Drive Bridge Replacement
(Bridge No. 28C0442) $ 700 $0 $ 350 $ 350 $0 $0 $0 $0
Rodeo Downtown Infrastructure
Project $ 350 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Treat Boulevard Corridor
Improvements $ 546 $ 45 $ 130 $ 194 $ 162 $0 $0 $0
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SECTION 111

Capital Road Projects by Countywide and
Supervisor Districts
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111. PROJECTS BY DISTRICT

CAPITAL ROAD PROJECTS

This section contains the projects, project descriptions, and proposed funding schedule. The projects
are sorted geographically by County Board of Supervisor Districts (District) and each “tabbed"” District
displays project information on data sheets. Each tabbed District section contains the following
information:

District-wide project overview map provides a quick reference to locate active projects.

Active project list within the District (excluding countywide projects as discussed below) with
project descriptions allow the reader to view the active projects.

Active project data sheets include a project description, funding schedule, and vicinity map.
In support of Road Program's four areas of focus, these projects are categorized as follows:

Project Description
Category

Safety projects are scoped primarily to reduce vehicle, pedestrian, and
bicycle collisions. Almost all projects have a safety aspect; however to
be categorized as a safety project, it must have been originally scoped
Safety to have a safety component rather than specifically for a reliability,
efficiency, or accessibility component. For example, pedestrian
enhancements and other non-vehicular safety projects are categorized
“Accessibility.”

Reliabilty projects are scoped to improve or sustain a rating index such
as pavement condition index (PCI), Bridge Sufficiency rating, Bridge
Health Index, and Culvert Condition Index (under development).
Pavement and bridge projects are typically categorized “Reliabilty.”
Efficiency projects are usually generated from Level Of Service (LOS)
studies, from roadway capacity issues, or from traffic signal warrants.
Efficiency LOS studies are often found in Area of Benefit studies. Efficiency
projects tend to be more costly to design and construct since these are
more systemic improvement than localized improvements.

Accessibility project include ADA upgrades, pedestrian and bicycle
Mobility improvements, and pedestrian flashers. Complete street projects are
usually placed in this category.

Reliability

County-Wide Projects are introduced before District I. These projects are on-going programs
that vary geographically on a yearly basis. For example, a County-Wide Curb Ramp project may
focus on one area of the County, and another area in the following year.

Unfunded projects are listed last in each tabbed area. These projects have been proposed
but await funding. Many of these projects are part of a long-term, regional transportation plan,
so it may be many years before these projects are considered. The list is reevaluated from time
to time to add new projects or to remove projects that no longer suit the County.
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The following is a complete project list, sorted by Active and Underfunded projects and its associated
Board of Supervisor District location.

PROJECT DESCRIPTION ACTIVE/ BOS

DISTRICT

UNFUNDED

6th Street Rodeo Sidewalk Project — Parker Avenue to Unfunded 5
Garretson

7th Street Sidewalk Project — Parker Avenue to Unfunded 5
Garretson

Alhambra Valley Road Safety Improvements — Unfunded 5
(Various Locations)

Alhambra Valley Road Embankment Repair Site 1 — Active 1
West of Castro Ranch Road

Alhambra Valley Road Embankment Repair — 0.4 miles Active 1,5
west of Bear Creek Road

Alhambra Valley Road Storm Repair Project — Ferndale | Active 5
Site

Alves Lane Extension — Willow Pass Road to Pacifica Unfunded 5
Avenue (AOB)

Appian Way & Argyle Drive Signal Project Unfunded 1
Appian Way & Pebble Drive Traffic Signal Project Unfunded 1
Appian Way & Santa Rita Road Traffic Signal and Unfunded 1
Safety Improvements

Appian Way Complete Streets Project - San Pablo Dam Unfunded 1
Road to Valley View Road

Appian Way Complete Streets Project - Valley View Unfunded 1
Road to Pinole City Limits

Arlington Boulevard Intersection Improvements at Unfunded 1
Rincon Road/Kensington Road, Westminster Avenue,

Sunset Drive, Coventry Road, Amherst Avenue, and

Vine Avenue/Highland Avenue

Ayers Road & Concord Boulevard Intersection Unfunded 4
Improvements (AOB)

Ayers Road & Laurel Avenue Intersection Unfunded 4
Improvements (AOB)

Ayers Road & Myrtle Drive Intersection Improvements Unfunded 4
(AOB)

Bailey Road & Myrtle Drive Intersection Improvements Unfunded 4
(AOB)

Bailey Road and Mary Anne Lane Signal Project Unfunded 5
Bailey Road Improvements - Myrtle Drive to Concord Unfunded 4
City Limits (AOB)
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PROJECT DESCRIPTION

ACTIVE/
UNFUNDED

BOS
DISTRICT

Bailey Road Overlay Project - SR4 to Keller Canyon Unfunded 5
Landfill Entrance

Bailey Road Pedestrian & Bicycle Improvements — Unfunded 5
Canal Road to Willow Pass Road (AOB)

Balfour Road & Byron Highway Intersection Unfunded 3
Improvements (AOB)

Balfour Road Shoulder Widening — Deer Valley Road to Unfunded 3
Brentwood City Limits

Bailey Road/SR4 Interchange Improvements Active 5
Bay Point Utility Undergrounding Project Active 5
Bear Creek Road — Road Embankment Repair Active 15
Bear Creek Road & Happy Valley Road Intersection Unfunded 1,2
Improvements (AOB)

Bear Creek Road Safety Improvements — Alhambra Unfunded 1,2,5
Valley Road to the City of Orinda

Bel Air Trail Crossing Project Active 5
Bella Vista Infrastructure Improvements Unfunded 5
Bethel Island Road & Sandmound Road Intersection Unfunded 3
Improvements

Bethel Island Road Widening - Taylor Road to Unfunded 3
Sandmound Boulevard (AOB)

Bixler Road Improvements - SR 4 to Byer Road (AOB) Unfunded 3
Boulevard Way Bicycle and Pedestrian Project Unfunded 2
Bridge Preventative Maintenance Program Active Various
Brookside Drive Complete Streets — Central Street to Unfunded 1
Union Pacific Railroad (AOB)

Buskirk Avenue Improvements - Treat Boulevard to Unfunded 4
Pleasant Hill City Limits (AOB)

Byer Road Improvements - Bixler Road to Byron Unfunded 3
Highway (AOB)

Byron Highway / Byer Road Safety Improvements Active 3
Byron Highway / SR4 / Point of Timber Intersection Unfunded 3

Improvements (AOB)
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PROJECT DESCRIPTION

ACTIVE/
UNFUNDED

BOS

DISTRICT

Byron Highway Bridge Replacement over California Active 3
Aqueduct (Bridge No. 28C0121)(Project Sponsor: Dept

of Water Resources)

Byron Highway Safety Improvements (Various Unfunded 3
Locations)

Byron Highway Widening - Camino Diablo to the Unfunded 3
Alameda County Line (AOB)

Byron Highway Widening (Chestnut Street to Unfunded 3
SR4)(AOB)

Byron Highway Widening (Delta Road to Chestnut Unfunded 3
Street) (AOB)

Byron Highway Widening (SR 4 to Camino Unfunded 3
Diablo) (AOB)

Camino Diablo Widening — Vasco Road to Byron Unfunded 3
Highway (AOB)

Camino Tassajara Safety Improvements — Windemere | Active 3
Parkway to Alameda County Line

Camino Tassajara Safety Improvements Unfunded 3
(Various Locations)

Canal Road Sidewalk Project — 420 feet south of Unfunded 5
Winterbrook Drive to Chadwick Lane

Castro Ranch Road Widening - San Pablo Dam Road to Unfunded 1
Olinda Road

Center Avenue Bicycle and Pedestrian Improvements - Unfunded 5
Pacheco Boulevard to Marsh Drive (AOB)

Central Street Complete Street - Brookside Drive and Unfunded 1
Pittsburg Avenue (AOB)

Chesley Avenue Traffic Calming — Fred Jackson Way Unfunded 1
and AOB Boundary (AOB)

Chestnut Street Widening — Sellers Avenue to Byron Unfunded 3
Highway (AOB)

Clifton Court Road Bridge Repair Unfunded 3
(Bridge No. 28C0403)

Clipper Drive Improvements — Newport Drive to Unfunded 3
Discovery Bay Boulevard (AOB)

Colusa Avenue Complete Streets Project Unfunded 1
Concord Avenue Shared Use Path (AOB) Unfunded 4
Countywide Curb Ramp Project Active Various
Countywide Guardrail Upgrade Project Active Various
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PROJECT DESCRIPTION ACTIVE/ BOS

UNFUNDED DISTRICT
Crockett Area Guardrail Upgrades Active 5
Crockett Area Overlays & Reconstruction Project Unfunded 5
Cummings Skyway - Widen Interchange at 1-80 Unfunded 5
Cummings Skyway Truck Climbing Lane Extension Unfunded 5
Danville Boulevard & Hemme Avenue Intersection Unfunded 2
Improvements (AOB)
Danville Boulevard/Orchard Court Complete Streets Active 2
Improvements (AOB)
Deer Valley Road Safety Improvements Unfunded 3
(Various Locations)
Delta DeAnza Trail Connection — Class | bikeway Port Unfunded 5
Chicago Highway in Bay Point to Iron Horse Trail in
Concord
Delta DeAnza Trail Connection — Upgrade trail Unfunded 5
crossings Driftwood Drive to Canal Road
Delta Road Sidewalk & Bike Lanes Project — Knightsen Unfunded 3
Avenue to Knightsen Elementary School
Delta Road Widening — Byron Highway to Holland Unfunded 3
Tract Road (AOB)
Delta Road Widening - Sellers Avenue to Byron Unfunded 3
Highway (AOB)
Dewing Lane Pedestrian Bridge (AOB) Unfunded 2
Discovery Bay Boulevard & Clipper Drive Intersection Unfunded 3
Improvements (AOB)
Driftwood Drive Improvements — Port Chicago Unfunded 5
Highway to Pacifica Avenue (AOB)
Eden Plains Road Widening — Sunset Road to Marshall Unfunded 3
Court
Evora Road & Willow Pass Road Intersection Unfunded 5
Improvements
Evora Road Extension — Current western terminus of Unfunded 5
Evora Road, to Port Chicago Highway
Evora Road Widening — Willow Pass Road (Bay Point) Unfunded 5
to Willow Pass Road(Concord)
Fish Ranch Road Safety Improvements - SR 24 to Unfunded 2
Grizzly Peak Road (AOB)
Franklin Canyon Undercrossing — Sobrante Ridge to Unfunded 5
Carquinez Strait Trail
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PROJECT DESCRIPTION

ACTIVE/
UNFUNDED

BOS
DISTRICT

Fred Jackson Way Complete Streets Project - Between Unfunded 1
Chesley and Parr Boulevard (AOB)

Fred Jackson Way Complete Streets Project - Unfunded 1
Intersection with Chelsey Avenue (AOB)

Fred Jackson Way, First Mile/Last Mile Connection Active 1
Fred Jackson Way/Goodrick Avenue Realignment Unfunded 1
Freeman Road and Briones Valley Road Bridge Active 2,3
Maintenance Project

Gateway Road Widening — Bethel Island Road to Piper Unfunded 3
Road (AOB)

Gloria Terrace Sidewalk Project — Taylor Boulevard to Unfunded 5
Reliez Valley Road

Goodrick Avenue - Fred Jackson Way to AOB Boundary Unfunded 1
(AOB)

Happy Valley Road Embankment Repair Active 2
Hemme Avenue Sidewalk Improvements between La Unfunded 2
Sonoma Way (west side) to Iron Horse Trail

(two segments)

Highland Road Improvements — Camino Tassajara to Unfunded 3
Alameda County Line

Holway Drive Safety Improvements — Main Street to Unfunded 3
Camino Diablo Road

1-680 Bikeway Sighage — Rudgear Road to Danville Unfunded 2
Town Limits

Imhoff Drive Bicycle Shoulder Restriping Active 5
Iron Horse Trail Flashers Unfunded 2,4
Jones Rd Bike Route Project -- Oak Road to Canal Trail Unfunded 4
Kirker Pass Road Bicycle Project Unfunded 4,5
Kirker Pass Road Northbound Runaway Truck Ramp Unfunded 5
Kirker Pass Road Northbound Truck Climbing Lane Active 4,5
Kirker Pass Road Safety Project Active 5
Kirker Pass Road Southbound Truck Lane Unfunded 5
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PROJECT DESCRIPTION

ACTIVE/
UNFUNDED

BOS
DISTRICT

Valley Road to Stone Valley Middle School (AOB)

Knightsen Avenue & Delta Road Intersection Unfunded 3
Improvements (AOB)

Knightsen Avenue Widening — East Cypress Road to Unfunded 3
Delta Road (AOB)

Knightsen Avenue/Eden Plains Road Widening — Delta Unfunded 3
Road to Chestnut Street (AOB)

La Paloma Road Pedestrian and Roadway Unfunded 1
Improvements

Las Juntas Way & Coggins Drive Intersection Unfunded 4
Improvements (AOB)

Local Road Pedestrian and Bicycle Upgrade at Benicia Unfunded 5
Bridge

Loftus Road Pedestrian Improvements — Canal Road to Unfunded 5
Willow Pass Road (AOB)

Lone Tree Way Bike Lane Gap Closure — Anderson Lane Unfunded 3
to Virginia Drive

Market Avenue Complete Streets — Fred Jackson Way Unfunded 1
to 7th Street (AOB)

Marsh Creek Road & Camino Diablo Intersection Unfunded 3
Improvements

Marsh Creek Road & Deer Valley Road Intersection Unfunded 3
Improvements

Marsh Creek Road and Morgan Territory Road Unfunded 3
Intersection Improvements

Marsh Creek Road Bridge Replacement (Bridge No. Active 3
28C0143 & 28C0145)

Marsh Creek Road Improvements (AOB) Unfunded 3
Marsh Creek Trail Unfunded 3,4
Marsh Drive Bridge Replacement Active 4,5
Marsh Drive Improvements - Center Avenue to Iron Unfunded 4,5
Horse Trail (AOB)

Marshall Drive Sidewalk — Indian Valley Elementary Unfunded 4
School/City of Walnut Creek to El Verano Drive

Mayhew Way Bicycle and Pedestrian Improvements - Unfunded 4
200" west of Oberon Drive to Bancroft Road (AOB)

McNabney Marsh Open Space Connection to Unfunded 5
Waterfront Road

Miranda Avenue Pathway Improvements — Stone Unfunded 2
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PROJECT DESCRIPTION

ACTIVE/

BOS

UNFUNDED

DISTRICT

Mitchell Canyon Road Bike Lanes Unfunded 4
Monterey Street Safety Improvements — Veale Avenue Unfunded 5
to Palm Avenue

Morgan Territory Road Safety Improvements Unfunded g
Mountain View Boulevard Pedestrian Improvements — Unfunded 4
San Miguel Drive to Walnut Boulevard (AOB)

Norris Canyon Road Safety Improvements — West of Active 2
Ashbourne Drive

Norris Canyon Road Shoulder Widening — Ashbourne Unfunded 2
Drive to Alameda County Limits

North Richmond Improvements — Pittsburg Avenue Unfunded 1
Extension from Fred Jackson Way to 7th Street

extension

North Richmond Truck Route — Parr Boulevard to Unfunded 1
Market Avenue (AOB)

Oak Road Bikeway Project — Treat Boulevard to City of Active 4
Pleasant Hill

Olinda Road Pedestrian Improvements — Valley View Unfunded 1
Road to 850 feet south of Valley View Road

Olympic Boulevard & Boulevard Way & Tice Valley Unfunded 2
Boulevard Intersection Improvements (AOB)

Olympic Boulevard & Bridgefield Road Signal Project Unfunded 2
Olympic Corridor Pedestrian and Bicycle Unfunded 2
Improvements

Pacheco Boulevard & Center Avenue Intersection Unfunded 5
Improvements(AOB)

Pacheco Boulevard & Muir Road Intersection Unfunded 5
Improvements(AOB)

Pacheco Boulevard & North Buchanan Circle Unfunded 5
Intersection Improvements (AOB)

Pacheco Boulevard Complete Streets — Arnold Drive to Unfunded 5
Muir Road(AOB)

Pacheco Boulevard Improvements — Morello Avenue to Unfunded 5
Blum Road

Pacifica Avenue Extension — Port Chicago Highway to Unfunded 5
Alves Lane (AOB)

Parr Boulevard Complete Streets Project - Richmond Unfunded 1
Parkway to Union Pacific Railroad (AOB)

Pavement Surface Treatment Change the Data Sheet Active Various
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PROJECT DESCRIPTION

ACTIVE/
UNFUNDED

BOS

DISTRICT

Pedestrian and Bicycle Improvements on Livorna Unfunded 2
Road, Stone Valley Road, and Danville Boulevard

(CTPL)

Pedestrian Improvements near Rodeo Hills Elementary Unfunded 5
School

Pedestrian Safety Improvements at Stone Valley Unfunded 2
Middle and Rancho Romero School (AOB)

Pinehurst Road Bicycle Improvements (AOB) Unfunded 2
Pinehurst Road Sinkhole and Culvert Repair Active 2
Pinole Valley Road Safety Improvements between Unfunded 1
Pinole City Limits and the AOB Boundary

Piper Road Widening - Gateway Road to Willow Road Unfunded 3
Pitt Way Roadway Improvements (DCD) Unfunded 1
Pittsburg Avenue Intersection Improvements (AOB) Unfunded 1
Pittsburg Avenue Widening - Fred Jackson Way to Unfunded 1
Richmond Parkway (AOB)

Pleasant Hill BART Station Bicycle and Pedestrian Unfunded 4
Access

Pleasant Hill Road & Taylor Boulevard Bicycle and Unfunded 5
Pedestrian Improvements

Pleasant Hill Road Bicycle Improvements — Geary Unfunded 2
Road to Taylor Boulevard (AOB)

Pleasant Hill Road Bridge Rehabilitation Active 2,5
(Bridge No. 28C0154)

Pleasant Hill Road Sidewalk Project — 1700 Block to Unfunded 5
Diablo View Road on west side only

Pomona Street Sidewalk Project — 3rd Avenue to Unfunded 5
Rolph Park Drive (south side of road)

Pomona Street/Winslow Avenue/Carquinez Scenic Unfunded 5
Drive Safety Alignment Study

Port Chicago Highway Bicycle and Pedestrian Unfunded 5
Improvements — Driftwood Drive to McAvoy Road

(AOB)

Port Chicago Highway Realignment Project — McAvoy Unfunded 5
Road to Pacifica Avenue

Reliez Valley Road Bicycle Improvements — North of Unfunded 2,4,5
Grayson Road to Withers Avenue (AOB)

Rincon Road Widening and Pedestrian Improvements Unfunded 1

Project
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PROJECT DESCRIPTION

ACTIVE/
UNFUNDED

Rodeo Downtown Infrastructure Improvements Active

Rodeo Pedestrian Enhancement Project - 6th and 7th Active

Street

Rudgear Road & San Miguel Drive Intersection Safety Unfunded
Improvements (AOB)

San Miguel Drive Bicycle and Pedestrian Unfunded
Improvements (AOB)

San Pablo Avenue / Parker Avenue Sidewalk Unfunded
San Pablo Avenue Complete Street Project Unfunded
San Pablo Avenue Complete Streets Project — Rodeo to Unfunded
Crockett

San Pablo Dam Road & Greenridge Drive Signal Unfunded
Improvements

San Pablo Dam Road Safety Improvements (AOB) Unfunded
San Pablo Dam Road Pedestrian Improvements — Unfunded
Tri Lane to Appian Way

San Pablo Dam Road Traffic Safety Improvements Active

Sandmound Boulevard Improvements — Mariner Road Unfunded
to Cypress Road

Sandmound Boulevard Widening — Oakley City Limits Unfunded
to Mariner Road

Sellers Avenue & Balfour Road Intersection Unfunded
Improvements (AOB)

Sellers Avenue & Chestnut Avenue Intersection Unfunded
Improvements (AOB)

Sellers Avenue & Marsh Creek Road Intersection Unfunded
Improvements (AOB)

Sellers Avenue & Sunset Road Intersection Unfunded
Improvements (AOB)

Sellers Avenue Widening — Delta Road to Chestnut Unfunded
Street (AOB)

Sellers Avenue Widening — Main Canal to Marsh Creek Unfunded
Road) (AOB)

Springbrook Road Bicycle and Pedestrian Unfunded
Improvements (AOB)

SR239/Trilink: Vasco Road-Byron Highway Connector Unfunded
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PROJECT DESCRIPTION

ACTIVE/
UNFUNDED

BOS
DISTRICT

State Route 4 & Byron Highway (South) Intersection Unfunded 3
Widening (Phase 2)(AOB)

State Route 4 & Newport Drive Traffic Signal (AOB) Unfunded 3
State Route 4 Widening — Bixler Road to Discovery Bay Unfunded 3
Boulevard - Complete Streets and Bridge Widening

(AOB)

State Route 4 Widening — Byron Highway and Regatta Unfunded 3
Drive (AOB)

Stone Valley Road at Roundhill Road Intersection Unfunded 2
Improvements

Stone Valley Road Left Turn Lane at Smith Road Unfunded 2
Sunset Road Widening - Sellers Avenue to Byron Unfunded 3
Highway (AOB)

Tara Hills Complete Streets Project Unfunded 1
Tara Hills Elementary School, Shannon Elementary Unfunded 1
School, Pinole Middle School Pedestrian Crossing

Upgrades

Tice Valley Boulevard Bike and Pedestrian Project Unfunded 2
Treat Boulevard & Jones Road Intersection Unfunded 4
Improvements (AOB)

Treat Boulevard Bicycle Improvements - Jones Road Unfunded 4
easterly to Walnut Creek City Limits (AOB)

Treat Boulevard Corridor Improvements Active 2,4
Valley View Road Widening - San Pablo Dam Road to Unfunded 1
Appian Way

Vasco Road / Camino Diablo Intersection Unfunded 3
Improvements (AOB)

Vasco Road Safety Improvements (Phase 2) Active 3
Verde Elementary School Secondary Access (AOB) Unfunded 1
Walnut Boulevard Pedestrian Improvements — View Unfunded 4
Lane to 250" west of Walnut Court (AOB)

Walnut Boulevard Shoulder Widening Active 3
Walnut Creek Crosswalk Improvements - Bridgefield Active 2,4
Road and Walden Road

Waterfront Road Grade Change Project Unfunded 5
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PROJECT DESCRIPTION ACTIVE/ BOS

UNFUNDED DISTRICT
Willow Pass Road & Bailey Road Intersection Unfunded 5
Improvements (AOB)
Willow Pass Road (West) & SR 4 Interchange Unfunded 5
Improvements (AOB)
Willow Pass Road Improvements — Bailey Road to Unfunded 5
Pittsburg City Limits (AOB)
Willow Pass Road Improvements — Evora Road to SR 4 Unfunded 5
(AOB)
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Contra Costa County
Capital Road Improvement & Preservation Program

PROJECT NAME Bridge Preventative Maintenance Project

PROJECT This project is to perform maintenance such as surface treatments to various bridges in the

DESCRIPTION County based on the periodic bridge inspections of County bridges. e Del Monte Drive
Overhead Bridge (28C-0207) e Bear Creek Bridge (28C-0227) e Pacheco Slough Bridge
(28C-0006) and Peyton Slough Bridge (28C-0150) on Waterfront Road e Marsh Creek
Bridge on Concord Avenue (28C-0398) e San Pablo Creek Bridge on La Honda Road
(28C-0382) e Kellogg Creek Bridge on Byron Highway (28C-0122) e San Pablo Creek
Bridge on Appian Way (28C-0329) e Contra Costa Canal Bridge on Golf Club Road
(28C-0396) e Nichols Road Bridge (28C-0171) e Garrity Creek Bridge (28C-0059)

PURPOSE AND Ensure the maintenance and safety of the existing bridges throughout the County.
NEED

SUPERVISOR DISTRICT Countywide

PROJECT CATEGORY reliability

Anticipated Project Expenditures

Amounts shown in thousands of dollars

Phase/Funding Cost Cost to FY FY FY FY FY FY FY FY
Source Date | 19720 | 20/21 | 21/22 | 22/23 | 23/24 | 24/25 | 25/26 | 26/27

Planning/

Coordination

Preliminary 2565 27 120 100 8

Engineering

Environmental

Design Engineering

+ Right-of-Way 85 40 45

+ Construction 806 700 106
Total 1,146 27 120 140 753 106

+ Gas Tax (c) 276 27 40 55 137 17

HBP 870 80 85 616 89
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Contra Costa County
Capital Road Improvement & Preservation Program

PROJECT NAME Countywide Curb Ramp Project

PROJECT This project is to retrofit curb ramps throughout Contra Costa County to meet Americans
DESCRIPTION  with Disabilities Act (ADA) standards.

PURPOSE AND The purpose is to provide equal access to all users within the public road right-of-way.
NEED

SUPERVISOR DISTRICT Countywide

PROJECT CATEGORY mobility

Anticipated Project Expenditures

Amounts shown in thousands of dollars

Phase/Funding Cost Cost to FY FY FY FY FY FY FY FY
Source Date 19/20 20/21 21/22 | 22/23 | 23/24 | 24/25 | 25/26 | 26/27
+ Gas Tax (c) 2,400 600 300 300 300 300 300 300

55




Contra Costa County
Capital Road Improvement & Preservation Program

PROJECT NAME Guardrail Upgrade Project

PROJECT This project is to upgrade existing guardrail end treatment to the current Caltrans standard.

DESCRIPTION This project is funded by Highway Safety Improvement Project (HSIP). Currently,
approximately 167 guardrail are to be upgraded with HSIP Cycle 8 Funds.

PURPOSE AND The project will reduce fatalities and severity of injuries resulting from collisions with

NEED guardrail terminals.

SUPERVISOR DISTRICT Countywide

PROJECT CATEGORY safety

Anticipated Project Expenditures

Amounts shown in thousands of dollars

Phase/Funding

Cost to FY FY FY FY FY FY FY FY

Source CoSt | ‘Date | 19720 | 20721 | 21722 | 22723 | 23724 | 24725 | 25726 | 26727
Planning/
Coordination
Preliminar
Enqineerinyq 29 29
Environmental 89 89
Design Engineering 282 152 130
+ Right-of-Way
+ Construction 2,096 44 2,052

Total 2,497 271 174 2,052
East County
Regional AOB 943 149 795
+ Gas Tax (c) 326 152 175
HSIP 1,228 119 26 1,083
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Contra Costa County
Capital Road Improvement & Preservation Program

PROJECT NAME Pavement Surface Treatments

PROJECT
DESCRIPTION

PURPOSE AND
NEED

SUPERVISOR DISTRICT

Various locations throughout the County (Subject to Change)

Group 1 -Alamo, El Sobrante, North Richmond, Knightsen/Brentwood Area, Franklin
Canyon Area

Group 2 - Bay Point,Concord, East Richmond, Kensington, Rodeo, Bethel Island

Group 3 - Crockett, Pacheco, Contra Costa Centre, Tara Hills, Kirker Pass Road Area, El

Sobrante

Group 4 - Tassajara Rural Area, Walnut Creek
Group 5 - Alamo, Crockett Rural Roads, Pacheco Area, Clayton Area

Surface treatment projects will rehabilitate the existing roadway pavement, extend the life
of the road, and reduce the long-term maintenance costs.

PROJECT CATEGORY

Countywide

reliability

Anticipated Project Expenditures
Amounts shown in thousands of dollars

Phase/Funding Cost Cost to FY FY FY FY FY FY FY FY
Source Date | 19720 | 20/21 | 21/22 | 22/23 | 23/24 | 24/25 | 25/26 | 26/27
+ Gas Tax (c) N/A N/A 6,460 7,729| 10,000| 11,000{ 12,000/ 13,000 | 14,000 15,000
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FY 20/21 to FY 26/27 Capital Road Improvement
Preservation Program (CRIPP)
District | Project List & Descriptions

CRIPP PROJECT DESCRIPTIONS FOR DISTRICT |

ACTIVE PROJECTS — These projects are fully funded and will be constructed in the near
future. These active projects are mapped on the previous page.

I-1.

1-4.

Alhambra Valley Road Embankment Repair Site 1 — West of Castro Ranch
Road — This project proposes to repair the roadway embankment and restore the
roadway shoulder. Construction is expected in 2020. Measure J and Gas Taxes fund
this project.

Alhambra Valley Road Embankment Repair — 0.4 miles west of Bear Creek
Road — This project proposes to repair an existing slide along Alhambra Valley Road

(approximately 0.4 miles west of Bear Creek Road). Currently the one-way traffic
control is established around the eroded embankment. Construction is expected in
2020. Measure J and Gas Taxes fund this project.

Bear Creek Road — Road Embankment Repair — This project proposes to repair
the roadway embankment along Bear Creek Road. Currently the one-way traffic

control is established around the eroded embankment. Construction is expected in
2020. Gas Taxes fund this project.

Fred Jackson Way First Mile/Last Mile Connection Project (CTPL) — This

project is to construct complete street improvements along Fred Jackson Way from
Brookside Drive to Grove Avenue. Construction is expected in 2021. Funding Sources
include the Federal Active Transportation Program (ATP), Transportation for Livable
Communities (TLC), State Coastal Conservancy, and North Richmond AOB funds.
This project was previously named Fred Jackson Way Improvements — Grove Avenue
to Brookside Drive.

San Pablo Dam Road Traffic Safety Improvements — This project is to install
centerline rumble strips along 3.4 miles of San Pablo Dam Road from the Richmond
City limit near Kennedy Grove Park to Bear Creek Road/Wildcat Canyon Road. This
project is intended to improve driver safety and reduce the number of lane crossover
collisions. Construction is schedule for 2020. Funding sources include Highway
Safety Improvement Program (HSIP) and Gas Tax Funds.
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Contra Costa County
Capital Road Improvement & Preservation Program

PROJECT NAME Alhambra Valley Embankment Repair Site 1 - West of Castro Ranch Rd

PROJECT This project proposes to repair the roadway embankment and restore the roadway shoulder.
DESCRIPTION

PURPOSE AND The road embankment needs be repaired.

NEED
SUPERVISOR DISTRICT 1
PROJECT CATEGORY reliability
Anticipated Project Expenditures
Amounts shown in thousands of dollars
Phase/Funding Cost Cost to FY FY FY FY FY FY FY FY
Source Date 19/20 20/21 21/22 | 22/23 | 23/24 | 24/25 | 25/26 | 26/27

Planning/
Coordination
Preliminary
Engineering
Environmental 71 1 50 20
Design Engineering 181 16 165
+ Right-of-Way 21 21
+ Construction 750 50 700

Total 1,023 17 286 720
+ Gas Tax (c) 17 17
Measure J RTS 1,006 286 720
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Contra Costa County
Capital Road Improvement & Preservation Program

PROJECT NAME Alhambra Valley Embankment Repair Site 1 - West of Castro Ranch Road
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LOCATION
4
l/, 4/‘7
8p
1y,
A¢ ‘é“y
Qo ~—
40
S
e
&
RICHMOND O
59
N & g

Source: County GIS

Legend:
County Maintained Roads

63




Contra Costa County

Capital Road Improvement & Preservation Program

PROJECT NAME Alhambra Valley Road Embankment Repair

PROJECT
DESCRIPTION

PURPOSE AND
NEED

This project proposes to repair an existing slide along Alhambra Valley Road (approximately
0.4 miles west of Bear Creek Road). Currently the one-way traffic control is established
around the eroded embankment. Construction is expected in 2020. Measure J and Gas
Taxes fund this project.

Purpose is to re-established the roadway to accommodate two-lanes of traffic and widen the
roadway for shoulders

SUPERVISOR DISTRICT

PROJECT CATEGORY

1,5

reliability

Anticipated Project Expenditures
Amounts shown in thousands of dollars

Phase/Funding Cost Cost to FY FY FY FY FY FY FY FY
Source Date 19/20 20/21 21/22 | 22/23 | 23/24 | 24/25 | 25/26 | 26/27
Planning/
Coordination
Prel!mlna_ry 61 1 60
Engineering
Environmental 60 8 26 26
Design Engineering 139 89 50
+ Right-of-Way 20 2 18
+ Construction 1,100 140 960
Total 1,380 100 294 986
+ Gas Tax (c) 1,380 100 294 986
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Contra Costa County

Capital Road Improvement & Preservation Program

PROJECT NAME Alhambra Valley Road Embankment Repair
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Contra Costa County
Capital Road Improvement & Preservation Program

PROJECT NAME Bear Creek Road - Road Embankment Repair

PROJECT
DESCRIPTION

PURPOSE AND
NEED

This project proposes to repair the roadway embankment along Bear Creek Road. Currently
the one-way traffic control is established around the eroded embankment. Construction is

expected in 2020. Gas Taxes fund this project.

The purpose of this project is to repair two embankment sites adjace to the northbound

lane of Bear Creek Road. Erosion has occurred at both embankments, resulting in massive
deterioration of the road shoulders. The damage has already encroached into the traveled
way at Embankment 1.

Reparing the two embankments will restore the roadway shoulder and prevent further
erosion. The northbound traveled lane at Embankment 1 is currently closed off due to

deteriorated pavement, and will be restored to allow two-way traffic flow to resume.

SUPERVISOR DISTRICT

PROJECT CATEGORY

1,5

reliability

Anticipated Project Expenditures
Amounts shown in thousands of dollars

Phase/Funding Cost Cost to FY FY FY FY FY FY FY FY
Source Date 19/20 | 20/21 | 21/22 | 22/23 | 23/24 | 24/25 | 25/26 | 26/27
Planning/
Coordination
Preliminary
Engineering
Environmental 70 50 20
Design Engineering 196 196
+ Right-of-Way 21 21
+ Construction 750 50 700
Total 1,037 317 720
Measure J RTS 1,037 317 720
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Contra Costa County
Capital Road Improvement & Preservation Program

PROJECT NAME Bear Creek Road — Road Embankment Repair

PROJECT
LOCATION
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Contra Costa County
Capital Road Improvement & Preservation Program

PROJECT NAME

PROJECT
DESCRIPTION

PURPOSE AND
NEED

Fred Jackson Way,First Mile/Last Mile Connection

This project is to construct complete street improvements along Fred Jackson Way from
Brookside Drive to Grove Avenue. Construction is expected in FY2021. Funding Sources
include the Federal Active Transportation Program (ATP), Transportation for Livable
Communities (TLC), State Coastal Conservancy, and North Richmond AOB funds. This
project was formerly named Fred Jackson Way Improvements — Grove Avenue to Brookside
Drive.

The purpose of the project is to implement a complete street project and improve
connectivity and safety for pedestrians and bicyclists in North Richmond. Currently, from
Grove Avenue to Wildcat Creek, there are substandard sidewalks with utility poles blocking
pedestrian access, and pedestrians often walk on the street as a result. From Wildcat Creek
to Brookside Drive, there are no sidewalks or bike lanes.

SUPERVISOR DISTRICT 1

PROJECT CATEGORY

mobility

Anticipated Project Expenditures

Amounts shown in thousands of dollars

Phase/Funding Cost Cost to FY FY FY FY FY FY FY FY
Source Date 19/20 20/21 21/22 | 22/23 | 23/24 | 24/25 | 25/26 | 26/27
Planning/
Coordination
Preliminary 202 89 80 34
Engineering
Environmental 196 186 10
Design Engineering 567 219 311 37
+ Right-of-Way 344 1 343
+ Construction 3,383 3,383
Total 4,692 495 744 3,454
ATP 3,298 131 3,167
Measure J TLC 700 291 409
N Richmond AOB 460 203 134 123
State Coastal 234 70 164
Conservancy Prop 1
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Contra Costa County
Capital Road Improvement & Preservation Program

PROJECT NAME Fred Jackson Way, First Mile/Last Mile Connection

BROOKSIDE DRIVE

PROJECT
LOCATION
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Contra Costa County
Capital Road Improvement & Preservation Program

PROJECT NAME San Pablo Dam Road Traffic Safety Improvements

PROJECT This project is to install centerline rumble strips along 3.4 mile of San Pablo Dam Road from

DESCRIPTION the Richmond City limit near Kennedy Grove Park to Bear Creek Road/Wildcat Canyon Road.
This project is to improve driver safety and reduce the number of lane crossover accidents.
Construction is schedule for 2020. Funding sources include Highway Safety Improvement
Program (HSIP) and Gas Tax Funds.

PURPOSE AND Project is to improve the public safety by constructing rumble strips and upgrading the

NEED visibility of regulatory and warning signs along the rural, two lane segment of San Pablo
Dam Road. There were four separate fatal collisions in 2015 dealing with lane crossovers.
San Pablo Dam Road also ranks 4th in the County for roadways with the highest volume of
collisions. A total of 25 collisions occurred between 2011 and 2015.

SUPERVISOR DISTRICT 1

PROJECT CATEGORY

safety

Anticipated Project Expenditures

Amounts shown in thousands of dollars

Phase/Funding Cost Cost to FY FY FY FY FY FY FY FY

Source Date ([ 19720 | 20/21 | 21/22 | 22/23 | 23/24 | 24/25 | 25/26 | 26/27

Planning/

Coordination 29 1 15 3

Preliminary

Engineering

Environmental 33 22 11

Design Engineering 99 79 20

+ Right-of-Way

+ Construction 876 876
Total 1,037 111 923 3

+ Gas Tax (c) 309 55 251 3

HSIP 728 56 672
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Contra Costa County
Capital Road Improvement & Preservation Program

PROJECT NAME San Pablo Dam Road Traffic Safety Improvements

PROJECT
LOCATION

Source: County GIS
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FY 20/21 to FY 26/27 Capital Road Improvement
Preservation Program (CRIPP)
District | Project List & Descriptions

UNFUNDED PROJECTS — This is a comprehensive list of projects that have been
conceived but not funded. This project list originated from the following sources: Area of
Benefit (AOB) project lists, the Regional Transportation Plan (RTP), Comprehensive
Transportation Project List (CTPL) through Contra Costa Transportation Authority (CCTA),
Transportation Expenditure Plan (TEP), Department of Conservation and Development
(DCD) and a Public Works List that was generated from community input/need. District |
includes the North Richmond AOB, Central County AOB, and West County AOB.

1-6.

1-10.

1-11.

1-12.

1-13.

Appian Way & Argyle Drive Signal Project (CTPL) — This project proposes to

install a new traffic signal at the intersection of Appian Way and Argyle Drive.

Appian Way & Pebble Drive Traffic Signal Project (CTPL) — This project
proposes to install a new traffic signal at the intersection of Appian Way and Pebble
Drive.

Appian Way & Santa Rita Road Traffic Signal Project (CTPL) — This project
proposes to install a new traffic signal at the intersection of Appian Way and Santa
Rita Road.

Appian Way Complete Streets Project — San Pablo Dam Road to Valley
View Road (RTP) (CTPL) — This Complete Streets Project proposes to improve
pedestrian and bicycle safety along Appian Way from San Pablo Dam Road to Valley
View Road.

Appian Way Complete Streets Project — Valley View Road to Pinole City
Limits (RTP) (CTPL) — This Complete Streets Project proposes to improve
pedestrian and bicycle safety along Appian Way from Valley View Road to the Pinole
city limit.

Arlington _Boulevard Intersection Improvements at Rincon
Road/Kensington Road, Westminster Avenue, Sunset Drive,
Coventry Road, Amherst Avenue, and Vine Avenue/Highland

Avenue - This project proposes to construct safety improvements at the
intersections streets listed above.

Bear Creek Road & Happy Valley Road Intersection Improvements
(Central County AOB) — This project proposes to install all-way stop at the T-

intersection of Happy Valley Road and Bear Creek Road.

Bear Creek Road Safety Improvements — Alhambra Valley Road to the City
of Orinda (CTPL) — This project proposes to improve roadway safety along Bear
Creek Road.
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FY 20/21 to FY 26/27 Capital Road Improvement
Preservation Program (CRIPP)
District | Project List & Descriptions

1-14.

1-15.

1-16.

1-17.

1-18.

1-19.

1-20.

1-21.

1-22.

1-23.

Brookside Drive Complete Streets — Central Street to Union Pacific
Railroad (North Richmond AOB) — This project proposes to widen Brookside
Drive from Central Street to the Union Pacific Railroad and provide complete street
improvements.

Castro Ranch Road Widening — San Pablo Dam Road to Olinda Road
(CTPL) — This project proposes to widen Castro Ranch Road and install sidewalk

improvements from San Pablo Dam Road to Olinda Road.

Central Street Complete Street — Brookside Drive and Pittsburg Avenue
(North Richmond AOB) — This project proposes to construct complete streets

along Central Avenue between Brookside Drive and Pittsburg Avenue.

Chesley Avenue Traffic Calming — Fred Jackson Way and the AOB
boundary (North Richmond AOB) — This project proposes to provide traffic
calming roadway features along Chesley Avenue between Fred Jackson Way and the
North Richmond AOB boundary.

Colusa Avenue Complete Streets Project (CTPL) — This Complete Streets

Project proposes to improve pedestrian and bicycle safety along a 0.5-mile stretch
of Colusa Avenue.

Fred Jackson Way Complete Streets Project between Chesley and Parr

Boulevard (North Richmond AOB) — This project proposes to install pedestrian
and bicycle improvements along Fred Jackson Way between Chesley and Parr

Boulevard. This project is intended to meet the County’s Complete Street Policy.

Fred Jackson Way Complete Streets Project — Intersection with Chesley

Avenue (North Richmond AOB) — This project proposes to install traffic calming
improvements at the intersection of Fred Jackson Way and Chesley Avenue. This

project is intended to meet the County’s Complete Street Policy.

Fred Jackson Way/Goodrick Avenue Realignment (CTPL) — This project

proposes to realign these streets to form one intersection instead of two offset
intersections.

Goodrick Avenue — Fred Jackson Way to AOB Boundary (North Richmond
AOB) - This project would enhance vehicle, bicycle, and pedestrian safety by
providing bike lanes and sidewalks along Goodrick Avenue.

La Paloma Road Pedestrian and Roadway Improvements (CTPL) — This
project proposes to install traffic safety and pedestrian improvements along La
Paloma Road.
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FY 20/21 to FY 26/27 Capital Road Improvement
Preservation Program (CRIPP)
District | Project List & Descriptions

1-24.

1-25.

1-26.

1-27.

1-28.

1-29.

1-30.

1-31.

1-32.

1-33.

Market Avenue Complete Streets — Fred Jackson Way to 7' Street (North
Richmond AOB) — This project proposes to install pedestrian improvements and
traffic calming improvements along Market Avenue between Fred Jackson and 7%
Street.

North Richmond Improvements — Pittsburg Avenue Extension from Fred
Jackson Way to 7' Street Extension (CTPL) — This project proposes to extend

Pittsburg Avenue from Fred Jackson Way to the projection of 7™ Street.

North Richmond Truck Route — Parr Boulevard to Market Avenue (North
Richmond AOB) (CTPL) - This project proposes to reduce truck traffic in the

residential area of North Richmond by upgrading existing roadways or constructing
new roads to accommodate truck traffic from Parr Boulevard to Market Avenue.

Olinda Road Pedestrian Improvements — Valley View Road to 850 feet
south of Valley View Road (CTPL) — The project proposes to close a gap of

sidewalk along Olinda Road in order to provide pedestrian facilities to De Anza High
School and Olinda Elementary School.

Parr Boulevard Complete Street Project — Richmond Parkway to Union

Pacific Railroad (North Richmond AOB) (CTPL) — This project proposes to

widen Parr Boulevard from Richmond Parkway to the UPRR crossing and provide
complete street improvements.

Pinole Valley Road Safety Improvements between Pinole City Limits
and the AOB Boundary (AOB) — This project proposes safety improvement on
Pinole Valley Road between the Pinole City Limits and the AOB Boundary.

Pitt Way Roadway Improvements (DCD) — This project proposes to construct

a new collector roadway along Pitt Way from San Pablo Dam Road to Hillcrest Road
in the future town square area of El Sobrante.

Pittsburg Avenue Intersection Improvements (North Richmond AOB) -

This project proposes to construct intersection improvements at the intersection of
Pittsburg Avenue and Richmond Parkway.

Pittsburg Avenue Widening — Fred Jackson Way to Richmond Parkway
(North Richmond AOB) — This project proposes to widen and construct complete
street improvements on Pittsburg Avenue from Fred Jackson Way to Richmond
Parkway.

Rincon Road Widening and Pedestrian Improvements Project (CTPL) —

This project proposes to widen Rincon Road and construct pedestrian improvements
between the two Arlington Avenue intersections.
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FY 20/21 to FY 26/27 Capital Road Improvement
Preservation Program (CRIPP)
District | Project List & Descriptions

1-34.

1-35.

1-36.

1-37.

1-38.

1-39.

1-40.

1-41.

San Pablo Avenue Complete Streets Project (CTPL) — This project proposes
to upgrade San Pablo Avenue to multi-modal roadway from Tara Hills Drive to the
City of Pinole.

San Pablo Dam Road & Greenridge Drive Signal Improvements (CTPL) -
This project proposes to install a new traffic signal at the intersection of San Pablo
Dam Road and Greenridge Drive.

San Pablo Dam Road Pedestrian Improvements — Tri Lane to Appian Way
(CTPL) — This project proposes to install pedestrian improvements along San Pablo

Dam Road from Tri Lane to Appian Way. This project may be incorporated into the
other San Pablo Dam Road projects.

San Pablo Dam Road Safety Improvements (AOB) — This project proposes to
construct safety improvements and bicycle improvements along San Pablo Dam
Road and within the West County AOB limits.

Tara Hills Drive Complete Streets Project (CTPL) — This project proposes to

install bicycle and pedestrian improvements along Tara Hills Drive from San Pablo
Avenue to the end of Tara Hills Drive and Cornelius Drive to the City of Pinole.

Tara Hills Elementary School, Shannon Elementary School, Pinole
Middle School Pedestrian Crossing Upgrades — This project is improve
pedestrian crossing at several schools in the Tara Hills area.

Valley View Road Widening — San Pablo Dam Road to Appian Way (CTPL) —

This project proposes to widen Valley View Road from San Pablo Dam Road to
Appian Way.

Verde Elementary School Secondary Access (North Richmond AOB) — This

project proposes to provide a secondary access to Verde Elementary. Currently,
vehicular traffic can only enter from Giaramita Street and its bridge.
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FY 20/21 to FY 26/27 Capital Road Improvement
Preservation Program (CRIPP)
District Il Project List & Descriptions

CRIPP PROJECT DESCRIPTIONS FOR DISTRICT 11

ACTIVE PROJECTS — These projects are fully funded and will be constructed in the near
future. These active projects are mapped on the previous page.

1-1.

1-2.

1-3.

1-4.

11-6.

1-7.

Danville Boulevard/Orchard Court Complete Streets Improvements
(Alamo AOB) - This project is to construct a roundabout at the Danville
Boulevard/Orchard Court intersection and install complete street improvements
along Danville Boulevard between Jackson Way and Stone Valley Road in Downtown
Alamo. Construction is scheduled for the summer of 2021. Funds collected from
developers, Federal Highway Safety Improvement Program (HSIP), and Measure J,
fund this project.

Freeman Road and Briones Valley Road Bridge Maintenance Project — This
project is to perform bridge maintenance by removing and application of paint to

the steel bridge structure. Construction schedule is pending the award of the federal
grant. A federal grant and Gas Taxes fund this project.

Happy Valley Road Embankment Repair — This project is to repair an existing
slide along Happy Valley Road and restore the roadway to its original pavement
width. Construction is expected in 2020. A federal grant and Gas Taxes fund this
project.

Norris Canyon Road Safety Improvements — West of Ashbourne Drive —
This project is to widen a rural section of roadway for shoulders and bike lane.
Construction is projected for 2022. This project is funding by Gas Tax Funds.

Pinehurst Road Sinkhole and Culvert Repair — This project is to repair the
undermining of the culvert and roadway. Construction is scheduled for 2020. A

federal grant and Gas Taxes fund this project.

Pleasant Hill Road Bridge Rehabilitation (Bridge No. 28C0154) — This

project is to extend the service life of the Pleasant Hill Road Bridge over Taylor
Boulevard. Construction is estimated for 2022. Highway Bridge Program (HBP) and
Gas Taxes fund this project.

Treat Boulevard Corridor Improvements — This project is to improve safety and
connectivity for pedestrian and bicyclist along Treat Boulevard between North Main

Street and Jones Road. Construction is scheduled for 2024. The State Transportation
Improvement Program (STIP) and Gas Taxes fund this project.
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FY 20/21 to FY 26/27 Capital Road Improvement
Preservation Program (CRIPP)
District Il Project List & Descriptions

11-8.

Walnut Creek Crosswalk Improvements — This project is to improve pedestrian
safety at two crosswalk locations near unincorporated Walnut Creek. One of the
two crossings is located in District Il at the intersection of Olympic Boulevard and
Bridgefield Road. The project is scheduled for construction in the summer of 2020.
The Highway Safety Improvement Program (HSIP), Transportation Development Act
(TDA), and Gas Taxes fund this project.
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Contra Costa County
Capital Road Improvement & Preservation Program

PROJECT NAME Danville Boulevard/Orchard Court Complete Streets Improvements

PROJECT
DESCRIPTION

PURPOSE AND
NEED

This project is to construct a roundabout at the Danville Boulevard/Orchard Court
intersection and install complete street improvements along Danville Boulevard between
Jackson Way and Stone Valley Road in Downtown Alamo. Construction is schedule for
construction in the summer of 2021. This project is funded by Highway Safety
Improvement Program (HSIP), Measure J, and Developer Fees.

The Danville Boulevard/Orchard Court intersection is ranked within the top five locations in
the County with the highest number of bicycle and/or pedestrian collisions at an
intersection. The increased amount of motorized and non-motorized users is due to this
corridor being part of Downtown Alamo, with the Alamo Plaza shopping center on one side
and another shopping center across the street. Mature trees in the sidewalk have damaged
the existing sidewalks and made them uneven. The project aims to improve safety through
the corridor for all users by improving sidewalks to meet ADA requirements and reducing
conflicts at this intersection.

SUPERVISOR DISTRICT 2

PROJECT CATEGORY

efficiency

Anticipated Project Expenditures

Amounts shown in thousands of dollars

Phase/Funding Cost Cost to FY FY FY FY FY FY FY FY
Source Date | 19720 | 20/21 | 21/22 | 22/23 | 23/24 | 24/25 | 25/26 | 26/27

Planning/

Coordination

Preliminar

Enqineerinyq 54 51 2

Environmental 101 97 4

Design Engineering 630 208 352 70

+ Right-of-Way 390 13 377

+ Construction 2,970 557 2,413
Total 4,145 369 736 627| 2,413

HSIP 2,718 125 50 130 2,413

Measure J Regional 1,370 186 687 497

Trust 8192 57 57
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Contra Costa County
Capital Road Improvement & Preservation Program

PROJECT NAME Danville Boulevard/Orchard Court Complete Streets Improvements

Source: County GIS

Legend:

County Maintained Roads
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Contra Costa County
Capital Road Improvement & Preservation Program

PROJECT NAME Freeman Road and Briones Valley Road Bridge Maintenance Project

PROJECT In District Il, Freeman Road Bridge Maintenance Project over Las Trampas Creek is to clean

DESCRIPTION and repaint all structural steel members, replace joint seals at the abutments, backfill any
eroded embankment slope paving with concrete, and seal the concrete curbs and roadway
deck.
In District 111, Briones Valley Road Preventative Maintenance project includes repainting the
bridge superstructure and replacing or tightening all bolted connections between the deck
and steel plates.

PURPOSE AND This is a bridge maintenance project to paint the bridge for long-term upkeep of the bridge.

NEED

SUPERVISOR DISTRICT 2,3

PROJECT CATEGORY reliability

Anticipated Project Expenditures

Amounts shown in thousands of dollars

Phase/Funding Cost Cost to FY FY FY FY FY FY FY FY
Source Date | 19/20 | 20/21 | 21/22 | 22/23 | 23/24 | 24/25 | 25/26 | 26/27
Planning/
Coordination
Preliminary
Engineering
Environmental
Design Engineering 150 50 50 50
+ Right-of-Way 25 25
+ Construction 694 694
Total 869 50 50 75 694
HBP 869 50 50 75 694
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Contra Costa County
Capital Road Improvement & Preservation Program

PROJECT NAME Freeman Road and Briones Valley Road Bridge Maintenance Project
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Contra Costa County
Capital Road Improvement & Preservation Program

PROJECT NAME

PROJECT
DESCRIPTION

PURPOSE AND
NEED

Happy Valley Road - Embankment Repair

This project is to repair an existing slide along Happy Valley Road and restore the roadway
to its original pavement width.

The project is needed to restore the roadway to its original pavement width.

SUPERVISOR DISTRICT

PROJECT CATEGORY

reliability

Anticipated Project Expenditures
Amounts shown in thousands of dollars

Phase/Funding Cost Cost to FY FY FY FY FY FY FY FY
Source Date | 19720 | 20/21 | 21/22 | 22/23 | 23/24 | 24/25 | 25/26 | 26/27
Planning/
Coordination 8 4 4
Preliminary
Engineering
Environmental 75 3 72
Design Engineering 199 53 146
+ Right-of-Way 20 10 10
+ Construction 309 309
Total 717 141 257 319
+ Gas Tax (c) 460 141 319
Measure J RTS 257 257
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Contra Costa County
Capital Road Improvement & Preservation Program

PROJECT NAME Happy Valley Road — Embankment Repair

PROJECT
LOCATION
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Contra Costa County
Capital Road Improvement & Preservation Program

PROJECT NAME Norris Canyon Road Safety Improvements

PROJECT
DESCRIPTION

PURPOSE AND
NEED

The project will improve safety on Norris Canyon Road by widening a segment west of
Ashbourne Drive to the County/City limits and installing a safety rail/guard rail on the south
side of the roadway. Installation of a guardrail is warranted where the roadway is
immediately adjacent to San Catanio Creek. To minimize environmental impact and avoid
filling the creek bank to construct road shoulders, the proposed safety project includes
construction of a retaining wall on the northside of the roadway to allow for widened
shoulders and support a safety rail to keep motorists from leaving the roadway.

Currently the travel lanes vary between 7’ and 10’ wide with little to no shoulder for
vehicles. There is a 1:1 slope on the north and south sides of the roadway. By widening the
most narrow section of roadway, vehicles will comfortably be able to drive on Norris Canyon
Road without having to stop and let other vehicles through the narrow sections first. The
guardrail is also needed to ensure vehicles don't run off the road into San Catanio Creek.
The creek bed is nearly a 20’ drop from the travel way at a 1:1 slope. The guardrail will
keep vehicles on the roadway and prevent potentially severe injury. Pavement widening will
provide a wider travel way and shoulders.

SUPERVISOR DISTRICT 2

PROJECT CATEGORY

mobility

Anticipated Project Expenditures

Amounts shown in thousands of dollars

Phase/Funding Cost Cost to FY FY FY FY FY FY FY FY
Source Date 19/20 20/21 21/22 | 22/23 | 23/24 | 24/25 | 25/26 | 26/27
Planning/
Coordination
Preliminary 171 60 61 30 20
Engineering
Environmental 175 15 100 60
Design Engineering 350 55 195 70 30
+ Right-of-Way 30 20 10
+ Construction 1,594 161 1,433
Total 2,320 115 291 210 271 1,433
+ Gas Tax (c) 890 115 161 614
Measure J Regional 1,430 291 210 110 819
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Contra Costa County

Capital Road Improvement & Preservation Program

PROJECT NAME Norris Canyon Road Safety Improvements
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Contra Costa County
Capital Road Improvement & Preservation Program

PROJECT NAME Pinehurst Road - Sinkhole and Culvert Repair

PROJECT This project is to repair the undermining of the culvert and roadway.
DESCRIPTION

PURPOSE AND Project would ensure that storm drainage is conveyed through the culvert instead of

NEED bypassing the culvert to the side and bottom.
SUPERVISOR DISTRICT 2
PROJECT CATEGORY safety

Anticipated Project Expenditures
Amounts shown in thousands of dollars

Phase/Funding Cost Cost to FY FY FY FY FY FY FY FY
Source Date 19/20 | 20/21 | 21/22 | 22/23 | 23/24 | 24/25 | 25/26 | 26/27
Planning/
Coordination
Preliminar
Enqineerinyq 34 34
Environmental 150 37 113
Design Engineering 173 98 75
+ Right-of-Way 24 4 20
+ Construction 381 381
Total 840 217 623
FHWA/FEMA/Cal
OES 564 564
+ Gas Tax (c) 267 208 59
Measure J RTS 8 8
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Contra Costa County
Capital Road Improvement & Preservation Program

PROJECT NAME Pinehurst Road - Sinkhole and Culvert Repair
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Contra Costa County
Capital Road Improvement & Preservation Program

PROJECT NAME Treat Boulevard Corridor Improvements

PROJECT
DESCRIPTION

PURPOSE AND
NEED

This project is to improve safety and connectivity for pedestrian and bicyclist along Treat
Boulevard between North Main Street and Jones Road.

The purpose of this project is to improve safety and connectivity for pedestrians and
bicyclists along Treat Blvd. Treat Blvd currently creates challenges for the users of transit as
the wide roadways (up to nine lanes) and intersections become barriers for pedestrians to
cross. Without bicycle infrastructure, the first/last mile for transit users becomes even more
constrained.

SUPERVISOR DISTRICT

PROJECT CATEGORY

2,4

mobility

Anticipated Project Expenditures
Amounts shown in thousands of dollars

Phase/Funding

Cost to FY FY FY FY FY FY FY FY

Source COSt | pate | 19720 | 20721 | 21722 | 22723 | 23724 | 24725 | 25726 | 26727
Planning/
Coordination
Preliminary
Engineering
Environmental 70 15 45 10
Design Engineering 314 120 194
+ Right-of-Way
+ Construction 1,758 1,758
Total 2,142 15 45 130 194| 1,758
Former RDA 546 15 45 130 194 162
STIP 1,596 1,596
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Contra Costa County
Capital Road Improvement & Preservation Program

PROJECT NAME Treat Boulevard Corridor Improvements
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Contra Costa County
Capital Road Improvement & Preservation Program

PROJECT NAME Walnut Creek Crosswalk Improvements

PROJECT This project is to improve pedestrian safety at two crosswalk locations in the vicinity of

DESCRIPTION unincorporated Walnut Creek. One of the two crossings is located in District Il at the
intersection of Olympic Boulevard and Bridgefield Road. The other project site is located in
District IV at Walden Road and Westcliffe Lane. The project is schedule for construction in
the summer of 2020. This project is funded by the Highway Safety Improvement Program
(HSIP), Transportation Development Act (TDA), and Gas Tax Funds.

PURPOSE AND Improve pedestrian safety at two pedestrian crosswalk locations in unincorporated Walnut

NEED Creek.
The purpose of this project is to improve pedestrian safety at two crosswalk locations in
unincorporated Walnut Creek—the intersection of Olympic Boulevard and Bridgefield Road
and the intersection of Walden Road and Westcliffe Lane.

SUPERVISOR DISTRICT 2,4

PROJECT CATEGORY safety

Anticipated Project Expenditures
Amounts shown in thousands of dollars

Phase/Funding Cost Cost to FY FY FY FY FY FY FY FY
Source Date | 19720 | 20/21 | 21/22 | 22/23 | 23/24 | 24/25 | 25/26 | 26/27

Planning/

Coordination

Prel!mlna_ry 32 31 1

Engineering

Environmental 23 8 15

Design Engineering 160 112 48

+ Right-of-Way 20 20

+ Construction 303 303

Total 538 151 387
+ Gas Tax (c) 250 80 170
HSIP 224 31 194
TDA 64 41 23
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Contra Costa County
Capital Road Improvement & Preservation Program

PROJECT NAME Walnut Creek Crosswalk Improvements
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FY 20/21 to FY 26/27 Capital Road Improvement
Preservation Program (CRIPP)
District Il Project List & Descriptions

UNFUNDED PROJECTS - This is a comprehensive list of projects that have been
conceived but not funded. This project list originated from the following sources: Area of
Benefit (AOB) project lists, the Regional Transportation Plan (RTP), Comprehensive
Transportation Project List (CTPL) through Contra Costa Transportation Authority (CCTA),
Transportation Expenditure Plan (TEP), and a Public Works List that was generated from
community input/need. District Il includes Alamo AOB, South Walnut Creek AOB, South
County AOB, and Central County AOB.

11-9.

11-10.

1-11.

1-12.

11-13.

11-14.

11-15.

11-16.

1n-17.

Bear Creek Road & Happy Valley Road Intersection Improvements
(Central County AOB) — This project proposes to construct all-way stop control at

the T-intersection.

Bear Creek Road Safety Improvement — Alhambra Valley Road to the City
of Orinda (CTPL) — This project proposes to construct safety improvements along

Bear Creek Road from Alhambra Valley Road to the City of Orinda.

Boulevard Way Bicycle and Pedestrian Project (CTPL) — This project proposes
to construct bicycle and pedestrian improvements along Boulevard Way.

Danville Boulevard & Hemme Avenue Intersection Improvements (Alamo
AOB) — This project proposes to extend the existing northbound left turn lane on
Danville Boulevard at the intersection of Danville Boulevard and Hemme Ave. This
is also located near Rancho Romero Elementary School.

Dewing Lane Pedestrian Bridge (Central County AOB) — This project proposes
to construct a pedestrian bridge over Las Trampas Creek in the vicinity of Dewing
Lane (unincorporated Walnut Creek).

Fish Ranch Road Safety Improvements - SR 24 to Grizzly Peak Road

(CTPL) (Central County AOB) — This project proposes to enhance vehicle and
bicycle safety by widening Fish Ranch Road to provide roadway shoulders between

Grizzly Peak Road to State Route 24.

Hemme Avenue Sidewalk (Alamo AOB) — This project proposes to extend the
existing sidewalk on the north side of Hemme Avenue from Barbee Lane to La
Sonoma Way, just west of Rancho Romero Elementary School.

Hemme Avenue Sidewalk (CTPL) — This project proposes to extend the existing
sidewalk on the north side of Hemme Avenue from the Rancho Romero Elementary
School to the Iron Horse Trail.

1-680 Bikeway Signage — Rudgear Road to Danville Town Limits (CTPL) —

This project proposes to install signage for bicyclists in unincorporated portions of
the 1-680 Bikeway.
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FY 20/21 to FY 26/27 Capital Road Improvement
Preservation Program (CRIPP)
District Il Project List & Descriptions

11-18.

11-19.

11-20.

1-21.

11-22.

11-23.

11-24.

11-25.

11-26.

Iron Horse Trail Flashers (CTPL) — This project proposes to install pedestrian
actuated flashers at select locations along the full length of the Iron Horse Trail.

Miranda Avenue Pathway Improvements — Stone Valley Road to Stone
Valley Middle School (Alamo AOB) — This project proposes to construct sidewalk
improvements along Miranda Avenue from Stone Valley Middle School to Stone
Valley Road.

Norris Canyon Road Shoulder Widening — Ashbourne Drive to Alameda
County Limits (CTPL) — This project proposes to widen the shoulders along Norris

Canyon Road from Ashbourne Drive to the Alameda County Line.

Olympic Boulevard & Boulevard Way & Tice Valley Boulevard Intersection
Improvements (Central County AOB) — This project proposes to construct

intersection modifications to improve the traffic circulation for the south leg of the
intersection of Olympic Boulevard and Tice Valley Boulevard.

Olympic Boulevard & Bridgefield Road Signal Project (CTPL) — This project

proposes to construct a traffic signal at the intersection of Olympic Boulevard and
Bridgefield Road. (See also Active Project #11-4).

Olympic Corridor Pedestrian and Bicycle Improvements (Central County
AOB) — This project proposes to construct pedestrian and bicycle improvements
along the Olympic Boulevard Corridor to connect South Walnut Creek.

Pedestrian and Bicycle Improvements on Livorna Road, Stone Valley
Road., and Danville Boulevard (CTPL) — This project proposes to construct

pedestrian and bicycle improvements along Livorna Road, Stone Valley Road, and
Danville Boulevard.

Pedestrian Safety Improvements at Stone Valley Middle and Rancho
Romero School (Alamo AOB) — This project proposes to construct pedestrian and
bicycle improvements near Stone Valley Middle School and Rancho Romero
Elementary School. (Also see Hemme Avenue Sidewalk project and Miranda Avenue
Pathway Improvements — Stone Valley Road to Stone Valley Middle School project)

Pinehurst Road Bicycle Improvements (Central County AOB) — This project
proposes to construct bicycle turnouts/rest stops every half-mile along Pinehurst
Road and Canyon Road.
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FY 20/21 to FY 26/27 Capital Road Improvement
Preservation Program (CRIPP)
District Il Project List & Descriptions

11-27.

11-28.

11-29.

11-30.

11-31.

11-32.

Pleasant Hill Road Bicycle Improvements — Geary Road to Taylor
Boulevard (Central County AOB) — This project proposes to construct curb,
gutter and sidewalk and prohibit curbside parking to create bicycle lanes along
Pleasant Hill Road.

Reliez Valley Road Bicycle Improvements — North of Grayson Road to
Withers Avenue (Central County AOB) — This project proposes to construct

bicycle lanes by widening the shoulders along Reliez Valley Road. There are drainage
modifications and parking considerations to be resolved.

Springbrook Road Bicycle and Pedestrian Improvements (Central County
AOB) — This project proposes to construct sidewalk improvements and stripe
shoulder along Springbrook Road starting near Gilmore Court to about Regency
Court.

Stone Valley Road at Roundhill Road Intersection Improvements (CTPL) —

This project proposes to construct crosswalk improvements at the Roundhill Road
Intersection.

Stone Valley Road Left Turn Lane at Smith Road (CTPL) — This project
proposes to install a left turn lane at Smith Road.

Tice Valley Boulevard Bike and Pedestrian Project (Central County AOB) —
This project proposes to construct bicycle and pedestrian improvements along Tice
Valley Boulevard. (Also see Tice Valley Linear Park in completed projects)
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FY 20/21 to FY 26/27 Capital Road Improvement
Preservation Program (CRIPP)
District 111 Project List & Descriptions

CRIPP PROJECT DESCRIPTIONS FOR DISTRICT 111

ACTIVE PROJECTS — These projects are fully funded and will be constructed in the near

future.

i-1.

1-2.

1i-3.

1i-4.

11-5.

11-6.

These active projects are mapped on the previous page.

Byron Highway / Byer Road Safety Improvements (Discovery Bay AOB
and East County Regional AOB) — This project is to install safety improvements
along the frontage of Excelsior Middle School. These improvements include the
construction of a left turn pocket from southbound Byron Highway to eastbound
Byer Road, a two-way left turn lane on Byron Highway, and widening of the roadway
shoulders. Construction is scheduled for 2021. Highway Safety Improvement
Program (HSIP), Discovery Bay AOB, Gas Taxes, and East County Regional AOB fund
this project.

Byron Highway Bridge Replacement over California Aqueduct — Bridge No.
28C0121 (Project Sponsor: Dept. of Water Resources) — This project is to

replace the Byron Highway Bridge, approximately 1.4 miles northwest of the
Alameda County Line. Construction is projected for 2022. This project is funded with
Highway Bridge Program (HBP) and Gas Taxes, and is co-sponsored with the
Department of Water Resources.

Camino Tassajara Safety lImprovements — Windemere Parkway to
Alameda County Line — This project is to realign and widen the Camino Tassajara

at the S-curve at the County Line, south of Windemere Parkway to include additional
travel lanes, bike lines, and Class | trail between the City of Dublin and County.
Construction is scheduled for 2023. This project is co-sponsored with the City of
Dublin. Developer Fees fund this project.

Freeman Road and Briones Valley Road Bridge Maintenance Project — This
project is to perform bridge maintenance by removing and application of paint to
the steel bridge structure.

Marsh Creek Road Bridge Replacement — Bridge No. 28C0143 &
28C0145 — This project is replace two bridges on Marsh Creek Road, located

approximately 3.0 miles east of Deer Valley Road and 7.3 miles east of Morgan
Territory Road. Preliminary engineering is currently underway. Construction is
scheduled in 2021. Highway Bridge Program (HBP), East County Regional AOB, and
Gas Taxes fund this project.

Walnut Boulevard Shoulder Widening — This project is to construct bicycle
roadway improvements along Walnut Boulevard (East County) from Marsh Creek

Road to Vasco Road. Construction is projected for 2021. Transportation
Development Act (TDA) and Gas Taxes fund this project.
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FY 20/21 to FY 26/27 Capital Road Improvement
Preservation Program (CRIPP)
District 111 Project List & Descriptions

I1l-7. Vasco Road Safety Improvements (Phase 2) — This project proposes to widen
the roadway and construct a median barrier for about 1.5 miles of Vasco Road,
approximately 3.0 miles to 5.5 miles north of the Alameda/Contra Costa County Line.
Regional Measure 3, Gas Taxes, and Measure J fund this project.
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Contra Costa County
Capital Road Improvement & Preservation Program

PROJECT NAME Byron Highway/Byer Road Intersection Improvements

PROJECT
DESCRIPTION

PURPOSE AND
NEED

This project is to install safety improvements along the frontage of Excelsior Middle School.
These improvements include the construction of a left turn pocket from southbound Byron

Highway to eastbound Byer Road, a two-way left turn lane on Byron Highway, and a

widening of the roadway shoulders. Construction is scheduled for 2021. This project is
funded by Highway Safety Improvement Program (HSIP), Discovery Bay AOB, and East
County Regional AOB.

The purpose of this project is to improve traffic circulation along the frontage of the

Excelsior Middle School and at uncontrolled intersection of Byron Highway and Byer Road.
The Byron Union School District has requested the County’s assistance in addressing a series
of accidents that occurred along the frontage of the school.

SUPERVISOR DISTRICT

PROJECT CATEGORY

safety

Anticipated Project Expenditures
Amounts shown in thousands of dollars

Phase/Funding Cost Cost to FY FY FY FY FY FY FY FY
Source Date | 19720 | 20/21 | 21/22 | 22/23 | 23/24 | 24/25 | 25/26 | 26/27
Planning/
Coordination 94 82 4 4 4
Preliminary
Engineering
Environmental 114 99 1 1 14
Design Engineering 338 225 60 53
+ Right-of-Way 180 30 150
+ Construction 917 917
Total 1,643 406 95 208 935
Disco Bay AOB 170 170
East County
Regional AOB 412 170 51 190
+ Gas Tax (c) 445 18 427
HSIP 617 65 44 508
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Contra Costa County
Capital Road Improvement & Preservation Program

PROJECT NAME Byron Highway/Byer Road Safety Improvements
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Contra Costa County
Capital Road Improvement & Preservation Program

PROJECT NAME Byron Highway Bridge Replacement over California Aqueduct (Bridge No. 28C0121)

PROJECT
DESCRIPTION

This project is to replace the Byron Highway Bridge, approximately 1.4 miles northwest of
the Alameda County Line. Construction is scheduled for 2023. This project is funded by

Highway Bridge Program (HBP) and Gas Tax Funds, and is co-sponsored with the
Department of Water Resources.

PURPOSE AND The existing bridge is approaching the end of its service life.

NEED

SUPERVISOR DISTRICT

PROJECT CATEGORY

reliability

Anticipated Project Expenditures
Amounts shown in thousands of dollars

Phase/Funding Cost Cost to FY FY FY FY FY FY FY FY
Source Date | 19/20 | 20/21 | 21/22 | 22/23 | 23/24 | 24/25 | 25/26 | 26/27
Planning/
Coordination
Ei;::‘e'g':‘i:]yq 455 135 150 150 20
Environmental
Design Engineering 2,328 796 365 450 450 230 37
+ Right-of-Way 300 30 140 110 20
+ Construction 16,665 700 6,500 7,000 2,465
Total 19,748 796 530 740| 1,410 6,770( 7,037 2,465
DWR 2,549 145 185 280 835 800| 304
+ Gas Tax (c) 1,366 482 45 65 100 288 302 84
HBP 15,834 315 340 490 1,030 5,647 5,935| 2,077
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Contra Costa County
Capital Road Improvement & Preservation Program

PROJECT NAME Byron Highway Bridge Replacement over California Aqueduct (Bridge No. 28C0121)

>
<
=
0
=
3 N
o
=
&
N
{
& g
N PROJECT /"/,l
& LOCATION Gy,
Q Q “,
S g
© é:" HERDLYN ROAD
&
Q

1A
c0°
c,O““RA ALAMEDA

Source: County GIS

Legend:
County Maintained Roads

107




Contra Costa County
Capital Road Improvement & Preservation Program

PROJECT NAME Camino Tassajara Safety Improvements - South of Windemere Parkway to County Line

PROJECT
DESCRIPTION

PURPOSE AND
NEED

This project is to realign the Camino Tassajara at the S-curve at the County Line, south of
Windemere Parkway. This project will be also adding bike lanes along Camino Tassajara.
Construction is scheduled for 2023. This project is co-sponsored with the City of Dublin. This
project is funded by Developer Fees.

Improve safety along roadway.

SUPERVISOR DISTRICT

PROJECT CATEGORY

safety

Anticipated Project Expenditures
Amounts shown in thousands of dollars

Phase/Funding Cost Cost to FY FY FY FY FY FY FY FY
Source Date 19/20 20/21 21/22 | 22/23 | 23/24 | 24/25 | 25/26 | 26/27
Planning/ 286 121 20 20 20 15 30
Coordination
Prel!mlna_ry 20 11
Engineering
Environmental 2,807 15 200 200 2,392
Design Engineering 1,867 129 702 702 329 2 4
+ Right-of-Way 6,710 3 325 6,382
+ Construction 18,623 760 8,450 9,413
Total 30,314 280 922 1,247 9,883| 8,467| 9,447
City of Dublin funds 12,492 22 452 477 2,375 4,202 4,964
+ Gas Tax (c) 483 483
SCC D. Valley 4,000 4,000
SCC Sub-Regional 4,481 208 4,205
So County AOB 2,007 1,947 60
TVTC Fee 6,851 50 470 770 5,561
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Contra Costa County
Capital Road Improvement & Preservation Program

PROJECT NAME Camino Tassajara Safety Improvements — South of Windemere Parkway to County Line
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Contra Costa County
Capital Road Improvement & Preservation Program

PROJECT NAME Freeman Road and Briones Valley Road Bridge Maintenance Project

PROJECT
DESCRIPTION

PURPOSE AND
NEED

In District 11, Freeman Road Bridge Maintenance Project over Las Trampas Creek is to clean
and repaint all structural steel members, replace joint seals at the abutments, backfill any
eroded embankment slope paving with concrete, and seal the concrete curbs and roadway
deck.

In District 111, Briones Valley Road Preventative Maintenance project includes repainting the
bridge superstructure and replacing or tightening all bolted connections between the deck
and steel plates.

This is a bridge maintenance project to paint the bridge for long-term upkeep of the bridge.

SUPERVISOR DISTRICT 2,3

PROJECT CATEGORY reliability

Anticipated Project Expenditures

Amounts shown in thousands of dollars

Phase/Funding Cost Cost to FY FY FY FY FY FY FY FY
Source Date | 19/20 | 20/21 | 21/22 | 22/23 | 23/24 | 24/25 | 25/26 | 26/27
Planning/
Coordination
Preliminary
Engineering
Environmental
Design Engineering 150 50 50 50
+ Right-of-Way 25 25
+ Construction 694 694
Total 869 50 50 75 694
HBP 869 50 50 75 694
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Contra Costa County
Capital Road Improvement & Preservation Program

PROJECT NAME Freeman Road and Briones Valley Road Bridge Maintenance Project
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Contra Costa County
Capital Road Improvement & Preservation Program

PROJECT NAME Marsh Creek Road Bridge Replacement (Bridge No. 28C143 & 28C145)

PROJECT
DESCRIPTION

This project is replace two bridges on Marsh Creek Road, located approximately 3.0 miles

east of Deer Valley Road and 7.3 miles east of Morgan Territory Road. Preliminary

engineering is currently underway. Construction is scheduled in 2022. This project is funded

by Highway Bridge Program (HBP), East County Regional AOB, and Gas Tax Funds.

PURPOSE AND The existing bridges are approaching the end of their service life.

NEED

SUPERVISOR DISTRICT

PROJECT CATEGORY

reliability

Anticipated Project Expenditures
Amounts shown in thousands of dollars

Phase/Funding Cost Cost to FY FY FY FY FY FY FY FY
Source Date | 19/20 | 20/21 | 21/22 | 22/23 | 23/24 | 24/25 | 25/26 | 26/27
Planning/
Coordination
Preliminary
Engineering
Environmental
Design Engineering 2,253 1,023 400 400 380 50
+ Right-of-Way 413 13 70 260 70
+ Construction 11,200 700 9,000 1,500
Total 13,867 1,037 470 660( 1,150| 9,050/ 1,500
East County
Regional AOB 270 150 120
+ Gas Tax (c) 2,511 655 80 345 1,031 400
HBP 11,085 381 320 460 805 8,019 1,100
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Contra Costa County
Capital Road Improvement & Preservation Program

PROJECT NAME Marsh Creek Road Bridge Replacement (Bridge No. 28C0143 & 28C0145)

PROJECT
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Source: County GIS

Legend:
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Contra Costa County
Capital Road Improvement & Preservation Program

PROJECT NAME Vasco Road Safety - Phase 2

PROJECT
DESCRIPTION

PURPOSE AND
NEED

This project proposes to widen the roadway and construct a median barrier for about 1.5
miles of Vasco Road, approximately 3.0 miles to 5.5 miles north of the Alameda/Contra

Costa County Line.

Vasco Road is a major rural arterial that is heavily traveled by commuters and has a history
of severe collisions. The project will improve safety on Vasco Road by reducing cross median

crashes. These long term upgrades and improvements will provide substantial safety

improvements to the roadway.

SUPERVISOR DISTRICT

PROJECT CATEGORY

safety

Anticipated Project Expenditures
Amounts shown in thousands of dollars

Phase/Funding Cost Cost to FY FY FY FY FY FY FY FY
Source Date 19/20 20/21 21/22 | 22/23 | 23/24 | 24/25 | 25/26 | 26/27
Planning/
Coordination 97 88 2 3 2 2
Preliminary 250 100 150
Engineering
Environmental 150 100 50
Design Engineering 1,335 1,335
+ Right-of-Way 245 245
+ Construction 17,600 1,760| 14,080 1,760
Total 19,691| 1,882 202 1,763 14,082 1,762
+ Gas Tax (c) 2,961 354 3 842 1,762
Measure C 327 327
Measure J RTS 202 202
Prop 1B 1,200 1,200
Regional Measure 3 15,000 1,760 13,240
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Contra Costa County
Capital Road Improvement & Preservation Program

PROJECT NAME Vasco Road Safety — Phase 2
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Contra Costa County
Capital Road Improvement & Preservation Program

PROJECT NAME Walnut Boulevard Shoulder Widening

PROJECT
DESCRIPTION

PURPOSE AND
NEED

This project is to construct bicycle roadway improvements along Walnut Boulevard (East

County) from Marsh Creek Road to Vasco Road.

Improve bicyclist safety along Walnut Boulevard between Marsh Creek Road and Vasco

Road in unincorporated Brentwood. Walnut Boulevard is included in the 2009 Contra Costa
Countywide Bicycle and Pedestrian Plan as a future Class Il bike lane, and constructing this
project would continue the progress towards creating this bike facility.

SUPERVISOR DISTRICT

PROJECT CATEGORY

mobility

Anticipated Project Expenditures
Amounts shown in thousands of dollars

Phase/Funding Cost Cost to FY FY FY FY FY FY FY FY
Source Date | 19720 | 20/21 | 21/22 | 22/23 | 23/24 | 24/25 | 25/26 | 26/27
Planning/
Coordination
Prel!mlna_ry 30 7 23
Engineering
Environmental
Design Engineering 100 100
+ Right-of-Way 15 10 5
+ Construction 166 166
Total 311 7 133 171
+ Gas Tax (c) 236 7 58 171
TDA 75 75
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Contra Costa County
Capital Road Improvement & Preservation Program

PROJECT NAME Walnut Boulevard Shoulder Widening
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FY 20/21 to FY 26/27 Capital Road Improvement
Preservation Program (CRIPP)
District 111 Project List & Descriptions

UNFUNDED PROJECTS - This is a comprehensive list of projects that have been
conceived but not funded. This project list originated from the following sources: Area of
Benefit (AOB) project lists, the Regional Transportation Plan (RTP), Comprehensive
Transportation Project List (CTPL) through Contra Costa Transportation Authority (CCTA),
Transportation Expenditure Plan (TEP), and a Public Works List that was generated from
community input/need. District Il includes the Discovery Bay AOB, East County Regional
AOB, and Bethel Island AOB.

111-8. Balfour Road & Byron Highway Intersection Improvements (East Count
Regional AOB) — This project proposes to install a traffic signal and exclusive left-
turn lanes at the intersection of Balfour Road and Byron Highway. Left turn lanes
will be installed with Balfour Road Shoulder widening (see also Balfour Road
Shoulder Widening - Sellers Avenue to Bixler Road).

111-9. Balfour Road Shoulder Widening — Deer Valley Rd to Brentwood City
Limits — This project proposes to widen about 1.2 miles of Balfour Road between

Deer Valley Road and Brentwood City Limits.

111-10. Bethel Island Road & Sandmound Road Intersection Improvements— This
project proposes to construct intersection improvements at the intersection of Bethel

Island Road and Sandmound Boulevard.

111-11. Bethel Island Road Improvements — Taylor Road to Sandmound

Boulevard (Bethel Island AOB) — This project proposes to add bicycle and
pedestrian improvements along Bethel Island Road between Sandmound Boulevard
and Taylor Road.

111-12. Bixler Road Improvements — SR 4 to Byer Road (Discovery Bay AOB) — This
project proposes to widen Bixler Road to include shoulders and bike lane from State
Route 4 south to Byer Road.

111-13. Byer Road Improvements — Bixler Road to Byron Highway (Discovery Ba
AOB) — This project proposes to widen Byer Road to include shoulder and bike lanes
from Byron Highway east to Bixler Road.

111-14. Byron Highway / SR4 / Point of Timber Intersection Improvements (East

County Regional AOB) — This project proposes intersection improvements at the
intersection of Byron Highway, State Route 4, and Point of Timber. These
improvements include installation of a traffic signal and the addition of an exclusive
left turn lane and an exclusive right turn lane.

118



FY 20/21 to FY 26/27 Capital Road Improvement
Preservation Program (CRIPP)
District 111 Project List & Descriptions

11-15.

111-16.

ni-17.

111-18.

111-19.

111-20.

1-21.

11-22.

11-23.

11-24.

11-25.

Byron Highway Safety Improvements (Various Locations) — This project
proposes to construct safety improvements at various locations along Byron Highway
to include shoulder widening, drainage improvements, and intersection
improvements.

Byron Highway Widening — Camino Diablo to the Alameda County Line
(East County Regional AOB) — This project proposes to widen 5 miles of roadway

shoulders on Byron Highway from Camino Diablo to the Alameda County Line.

Byron Highway Widening — Chestnut Street to State Route 4 (East Count
Regional AOB) — This project proposes to widen shoulders for 1.6 miles of Byron
Highway from Chestnut Street to State Route 4.

Byron Highway Widening — Delta Road to Chestnut Street (East County
Regional AOB) — This project proposes to widen shoulders for 2.5 miles of Byron
Highway from Delta Road to Chestnut Street.

Byron Highway Widening — SR 4 to Camino Diablo (East County Regional
AOB) — This project proposes to widen shoulders along Byron Highway from State
Route 4 south to Camino Diablo.

Byron Highway Extension to Bethel Island — Delta Road to Bethel
Island (CTPL) — This project proposes to extend Byron Highway northward, from

its current northern terminus at Delta Road, to the East Cypress Road/Bethel Island
Road intersection. Project will include the construction of a bridge over Rock Slough.

Camino Diablo Widening — Vasco Road to Byron Highway (East Count
Regional AOB) — This project proposes to widen shoulders on Camino Diablo from
Vasco Road east to Byron Highway.

Camino Tassajara Safety Improvements (Various Locations) — This project
proposes to construct roadway and intersection improvements along Camino
Tassajara to include shoulder widening and drainage improvements (Also see Active
Project 111-3).

Chestnut Street Widening — Sellers Avenue to Byron Highway (East
County Reqgional AOB) — This project proposes to widen shoulders along Chestnut
Street from Sellers Avenue east to Byron Highway.

Clifton Court Road Bridge Repair (Bridge No. 28C0403) — This project is to

repair and maintain the bridge on Clifton Court Road.

Clipper Drive Improvements - Newport Drive to Discovery Bay Boulevard
(Discovery Bay AOB) — This project proposes to construct traffic calming

measures along Clipper Drive from Newport Drive east to Discovery Bay Boulevard.
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FY 20/21 to FY 26/27 Capital Road Improvement
Preservation Program (CRIPP)
District 111 Project List & Descriptions

111-26.

11-27.

111-28.

111-29.

111-30.

11-31.

11-32.

111-33.

111-34.

111-35.

111-36.

Deer Valley Road Safety Improvements (Various Locations) — This project
proposes to construct safety improvements along Deer Valley Road at various
locations.

Delta Road Sidewalk & Bike Lanes Project — Knightsen Avenue to
Knightsen Elementary School (CTPL) — This project proposes to construct
sidewalk and Class Il bike lanes along Delta Road.

Delta Road Widening — Byron Highway to Holland Tract Road (East County
Regional AOB) — This project proposes to widen shoulders for about 1.7 miles of

Delta Road from Byron Highway to Holland Tract Road.

Delta Road Widening — Sellers Avenue to Byron Highway (East Count
Regional AOB) — This project proposes to widen shoulders for about 2.0 miles of
Delta Road from Sellers Avenue to Byron Highway.

Discovery Bay Boulevard & Clipper Drive Intersection Improvements
(Discovery Bay AOB) — This project proposes to modify intersection traffic control
to improve level of service at the intersection of Discovery Bay Boulevard and Clipper
Drive.

Eden Plains Road Widening — Sunset Road to Marshall Court (CTPL) — This

project proposes to widen Eden Plains Road to two-lane arterial standard design,
with two 12-foot lanes and paved shoulders on both sides of the street.

Gateway Road Project — Bethel Island Road to Piper Road (Bethel Island
AOB) — This project proposes to provide walkable shoulders and bikeway for about
1.0 mile of Gateway Road from Bethel Island Road to Piper Road.

Highland Road Improvements — Camino Tassajara to Alameda County
Line — This project proposes to construct safety improvements along Highland Road

from Camino Tassajara to the Alameda County Line.

Holway Drive Safety Improvements — Main Street to Camino Diablo Road
(CTPL) — This project proposes to connect sidewalks, curb ramps, and crosswalks.

Knightsen Avenue & Delta Road Intersection Improvements (East County
Regional AOB) — This project proposes to install a new traffic signal and exclusive
left turn lanes at the intersection of Knightsen Avenue and Delta Road.

Knightsen Avenue Widening — East Cypress Road to Delta Road (East
County Regional AOB) — This project proposes to widen shoulders for about 1.6
miles of Knightsen Avenue from East Cypress Road to Delta Road.
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FY 20/21 to FY 26/27 Capital Road Improvement
Preservation Program (CRIPP)
District 111 Project List & Descriptions

11-37.

111-38.

111-39.

111-40.

11-41.

11-42.

111-43.

111-44.

111-45.

Knightsen Avenue/Eden Plains Road Widening — Delta Road to Chestnut
Street (East County Reqgional AOB) — This project proposes to widen shoulders
for about 2.6 miles of Knightsen Avenue/Eden Plains Road from Delta Road to
Chestnut Street.

Lone Tree Way Bike Lane Gap Closure — Anderson Lane to Virginia Drive
(CTPL) — This project proposes to provide Class Il bike lanes.

Marsh Creek Road & Camino Diablo Intersection Improvements — This
project proposes to construct safety improvements at the intersection of Marsh

Creek Road and Camino Diablo.

Marsh Creek Road & Deer Valley Road Intersection Improvements — This
project proposes to widen the roadway and construct turn pockets at the intersection

of Marsh Creek Road and Deer Valley Road.

Marsh Creek Road and Morgan Territory Road Intersection Improvements
(CTPL) — This project proposes to widen the travel lanes and the shoulders.

Marsh Creek Road Improvements (East County Regional AOB) — This project
is to construct various roadway and intersection improvements along Marsh Creek
Road to include shoulder widening to enhance bicycle use and drainage
improvements. (Also see Marsh Creek Road Realignment & Safety Improvements,
111-43)

Marsh Creek Trail — This project is to close the 15-mile bike and pedestrian gap
along Marsh Creek Road between Clayton and Brentwood. This project is to
construct a bicycle and pedestrian facility from the City of Clayton to East Bay
Regional Park District’s Round Hill Park. The existing trail in Brentwood is to be
extended by others to Round Hill Park. The overall intent is to provide a commuter
bicycle trail, which connects Central County to East County. Project continues into
District IV.

Morgan Territory Road Safety Improvements (various locations) — This
project proposes to construct safety improvements at various locations along
Morgan Territory Road.

Piper Road Project — Gateway Road to Willow Road (Bethel Island AOB) —
This project proposes to provide bicycle and pedestrian improvements on Piper Road
(Bethel Island) from Gateway Road to Willow Road.
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FY 20/21 to FY 26/27 Capital Road Improvement
Preservation Program (CRIPP)
District 111 Project List & Descriptions

111-46.

11-47.

111-48.

111-49.

111-50.

11-51.

11-52.

111-53.

111-54.

111-55.

Sandmound Boulevard Improvements — Mariner Road to Cypress Road
(Bethel Island AOB) — This project proposes to install bicycle and pedestrian
improvements along 1.1 miles of Sandmound Boulevard from Mariner Road to
Cypress Road.

Sandmound Boulevard Widening — Oakley City Limits to Mariner Road
(Bethel Island AOB) — This project proposes to widen travel lanes and improve

shoulders for about 0.3 miles of Sandmound Boulevard from Oakley City Limits to
Mariner Road.

Sellers Avenue & Balfour Road Intersection Improvements (East County
Regional AOB) — This project proposes to install a new traffic signal and exclusive
left-turn lanes at the intersection of Sellers Avenue and Balfour Road.

Sellers_Avenue & Chestnut Avenue Intersection Improvements (East
County Regional AOB) — This project proposes to install a new traffic signal and
exclusive left-turn lane at the intersection of Sellers Avenue and Chestnut Avenue.

Sellers Avenue & Marsh Creek Road Intersection Improvements (East
County Regional AOB) — This project proposes to install a new traffic signal at the
intersection of Sellers Avenue and Marsh Creek Road in cooperation with Caltrans.

Sellers Avenue & Sunset Road Intersection Improvements (East County
Regional AOB) — This project proposes to install a new traffic signal and exclusive
left-turn lanes at the intersection of Sellers Avenue and Sunset Road.

Sellers Avenue Widening — Delta Road to Chestnut Street (East Count
Regional AOB) — This project proposes to widen about 2.5 miles of Sellers Avenue
from Delta Road to Chestnut Street.

Sellers Avenue Widening — Main Canal to Marsh Creek Road (East County
Regional AOB) — This project proposes to widen shoulders for about 1.5 miles of
Sellers Avenue from the ECCID canal south to Marsh Creek Road.

SR239/Trilink: Vasco Road-Byron Highway Connector — This project
proposes to construct a new roadway as part of the future Route 239 connector

between Vasco Road and Byron Highway.

State Route 4 & Byron Highway (South) Intersection Widening — Phase 2
(East County Regional AOB) — This project proposes to widen the existing
pavement on Byron Highway'’s portion of the intersection to provide turn lanes onto
State Route 4.
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FY 20/21 to FY 26/27 Capital Road Improvement
Preservation Program (CRIPP)
District 111 Project List & Descriptions

111-56.

11-57.

111-58.

111-59.

111-60.

State Route 4 & Newport Drive Signal (Discovery Bay AOB) — This project
proposes to install a new traffic signal at the intersection of State Route 4 and
Newport Drive in cooperation with Caltrans. Community support is a key aspect to
this project.

State Route 4 Widening — Bixler Road to Discovery Bay Boulevard —
Complete Streets and Bridge Widening (Discovery Bay AOB) — This project

proposes to widen about 1.2 miles of State Route 4 from Bixler Road to Discovery
Bay Boulevard in cooperation with Caltrans.

State Route 4 Widening — Byron Highway to Reqgatta Drive (Discovery Bay
AOB) — This project proposes to widen State Route 4 between Byron Highway and
Regatta Drive.

Sunset Road Widening = Sellers Avenue to Byron Highway (East Count
Regional AOB) — This project proposes to widen shoulders for about 2.0 miles of
Sunset Road from Sellers Avenue to Byron Highway.

Vasco Road / Camino Diablo Intersection Improvements (East County

Regional AOB) — This project is to modify the intersection at Vasco Road and
Camino Diablo. Improvements include dual left turn lanes on westbound Camino
Diablo, dual right turn lanes on eastbound Camino Diablo, lengthen the 4-lane
section on Vasco Road near the intersection, and maintain the exclusive right lane
on northbound Vasco Road.
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Board of Supervisor District 1V
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FY 20/21 to FY 26/27 Capital Road Improvement
Preservation Program (CRIPP)
District 1V Project List & Descriptions

CRIPP PROJECT DESCRIPTIONS FOR DISTRICT IV

ACTIVE PROJECTS —These projects are fuly funded and wil be constructed in the near
future. These active projects are mapped on the previous page.

IV-1.

V-2

V-3.

1V-4.

IV-5.

Kirker Pass Road Northbound Truck Climbing Lane — This project is to
construct a truck-climbing lane in the northbound direction from Clearbrook Drive to
the northern Hess Road intersection. The project started construction in 2019. State
Transportation Improvement Program (STIP), Gas Taxes, and Measure J fund this
project.

In addition, this projectis to conduct pavement rehabiltation on a portion of Kirker
Pass Road from the City of Concord/County boundary to approximately 4,200 feet
of the northern Hess Road intersection. This project is scheduled for construction in
2020 after the Northbound Truck Climbing Lane Project. The One Bay Area Grant
(OBAG) and Gas Taxes fund this project.

Marsh Drive Bridge Replacement — This project is to remove and replace the
existing Marsh Drive Bridge in cooperation with the City of Concord. Construction is
scheduled for 2021. Highway Bridge Program (HBP) and Gas Taxes fund this project.

Oak Road Bikeway Project — This project is to improve bicyclist safety by
providing Class Il bicycle lanes and related improvements on Oak Road between
Treat Boulevard and Buskirk Avenue in unincorporated Walnut Creek. Construction
is scheduled for 2021. Transportation Development Act (TDA) and Gas Taxes fund
this project.

TreatBoulevard Corridor Improvements — This project is to improve safety and
connectivity for pedestrian and bicyclist along Treat Boulevard between North Main
Street and Jones Road. Construction is scheduled for 2024. State Transportation
Improvement Program (ST IP) and Gas Taxes fund this project.

Walnut Creek Crosswalk Improvements — This project is to improve pedestrian
safety at two crosswalk locations in unincorporated Walnut Creek. One of the
crossings, located in District 1V, is at the intersection of Walden Road and Westcliffe
Lane. The project is schedule for construction in the summer of 2020. The Highway
Safety Improvement Program (HSIP), Transportation Development Act (TDA), and
Gas Taxesfund this project.
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Contra Costa County
Capital Road Improvement & Preservation Program

PROJECT NAME Kirker Pass Road Northbound Truck Climbing Lane

PROJECT
DESCRIPTION

This project is to widen Kirker Pass Road to add a northbound truck-climbing lane.
Construction started in 2019. State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP), Measure
J, and Gas Taxes fund this project.

In addition, this project is to conduct pavement rehabilitation on a portion of Kirker Pass
Road from the City of Concord/County boundary to approximately 4,200 feet of the northern
Hess Road intersection. The One Bay Area Grant (OBAG) and Gas Taxes fund this project.

PURPOSE AND Reduce congestion and improve safety along Kirker Pass Road.

NEED

SUPERVISOR DISTRICT

PROJECT CATEGORY

4,5

efficiency

Anticipated Project Expenditures

Amounts shown in thousands of dollars

Phase/Funding Cost Cost to FY FY FY FY FY FY FY FY
Source Date 19/20 20/21 21/22 | 22/23 | 23/24 | 24/25 | 25/26 | 26/27
Planning/
Coordination
Preliminary 614 614
Engineering
Environmental 635 585 50
Design Engineering 2,123 2,023 100
+ Right-of-Way 114 64 50
+ Construction 18,270 2,017 11,265 4,989
Total 21,755 5,302| 11,465 4,989
+ Gas Tax (c) 9,189 2,450 3,094 3,646
LSRP 1,343 1,343
Measure J Regional 6,181 2,181 4,000
Measure J RTS 399 399
State Match 1,993 272 1,721
STIP 2,650 2,650
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Contra Costa County
Capital Road Improvement & Preservation Program

PROJECT NAME Kirker Pass Road Northbound Truck Climbing Lane

PROJECT
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Contra Costa County
Capital Road Improvement & Preservation Program

PROJECT NAME Marsh Drive Bridge Replacement (Over Walnut Creek)

PROJECT
DESCRIPTION

PURPOSE AND
NEED

This project is to remove and replace the existing Marsh Drive Bridge in cooperation with
the City of Concord. This project is scheduled for construction in 2021. This project is funded
by Highway Bridge Program (HBP) and Gas Tax Funds.

The existing bridge is approaching the end of its service life and does not meet current

seismic standards.

SUPERVISOR DISTRICT

PROJECT CATEGORY

4,5

reliability

Anticipated Project Expenditures
Amounts shown in thousands of dollars

Phase/Funding Cost Cost to FY FY FY FY FY FY FY FY
Source Date 19/20 | 20/21 | 21/22 | 22/23 | 23/24 | 24/25 | 25/26 | 26/27
Planning/
Coordination
Preliminary
Engineering
Environmental 247 247
Design Engineering 1,742 462 625 625 30
+ Right-of-Way 280 140 110 30
+ Construction 14,949 700 6,800 6,700 749
Total 17,218 709 765 1,435 6,860| 6,700 749
ES%’ d‘;f Concord 300 150 150
EBRPD 400 200 200
+ Gas Tax (c) 2,156 433 310 200 578 540 95
HBP 14,362 276 455 1,235 5,932 5,810 654
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Contra Costa County
Capital Road Improvement & Preservation Program

PROJECT NAME Marsh Drive Bridge Replacement
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Contra Costa County
Capital Road Improvement & Preservation Program

PROJECT NAME Oak Road Bikeway Project

PROJECT
DESCRIPTION

PURPOSE AND
NEED

This project is to improve bicyclist safety by providing Class Il bicycle lanes and related
improvements on Oak Road between Treat Boulevard and Buskirk Avenue in unincorporated

Walnut Creek.

Improve bicyclist safety by providing bicycle lanes and related improvements on Oak Road
between Treat Blvd and Buskirk Ave

SUPERVISOR DISTRICT

PROJECT CATEGORY

4

realibility

Anticipated Project Expenditures
Amounts shown in thousands of dollars

Phase/Funding Cost Cost to FY FY FY FY FY FY FY FY
Source Date | 19720 | 20/21 | 21/22 | 22/23 | 23/24 | 24/25 | 25/26 | 26/27
Planning/
Coordination 5 5
Preliminary
Engineering
Environmental
Design Engineering 50 40 10
+ Right-of-Way
+ Construction 308 308
Total 363 45 10 308
+ Gas Tax (c) 283 45 10 228
TDA 80 80
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Contra Costa County
Capital Road Improvement & Preservation Program

PROJECT NAME Oak Road Bikeway Project

PROJECT
LOCATION
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Contra Costa County
Capital Road Improvement & Preservation Program

PROJECT NAME Treat Boulevard Corridor Improvements

PROJECT
DESCRIPTION

PURPOSE AND
NEED

This project is to improve safety and connectivity for pedestrian and bicyclist along Treat
Boulevard between North Main Street and Jones Road.

The purpose of this project is to improve safety and connectivity for pedestrians and
bicyclists along Treat Blvd. Treat Blvd currently creates challenges for the users of transit as
the wide roadways (up to nine lanes) and intersections become barriers for pedestrians to
cross. Without bicycle infrastructure, the first/last mile for transit users becomes even more
constrained.

SUPERVISOR DISTRICT

PROJECT CATEGORY

2,4

mobility

Anticipated Project Expenditures
Amounts shown in thousands of dollars

Phase/Funding

Cost to FY FY FY FY FY FY FY FY

Source COSt | pate | 19720 | 20721 | 21722 | 22723 | 23724 | 24725 | 25726 | 26727
Planning/
Coordination
Preliminary
Engineering
Environmental 70 15 45 10
Design Engineering 314 120 194
+ Right-of-Way
+ Construction 1,758 1,758
Total 2,142 15 45 130 194| 1,758
Former RDA 546 15 45 130 194 162
STIP 1,596 1,596
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Contra Costa County
Capital Road Improvement & Preservation Program

PROJECT NAME Treat Blvd Corridor Improvements

PROJECT
LOCATIO.‘N.J

Treat Blvd

Source: County GIS

Legend:
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Contra Costa County
Capital Road Improvement & Preservation Program

PROJECT NAME Walnut Creek Crosswalk Improvements

PROJECT This project is to improve pedestrian safety at two crosswalk locations in the vicinity of

DESCRIPTION unincorporated Walnut Creek. One of the two crossings is located in District Il at the
intersection of Olympic Boulevard and Bridgefield Road. The other project site is located in
District IV at Walden Road and Westcliffe Lane. The project is schedule for construction in
the summer of 2020. This project is funded by the Highway Safety Improvement Program
(HSIP), Transportation Development Act (TDA), and Gas Tax Funds.

PURPOSE AND Improve pedestrian safety at two pedestrian crosswalk locations in unincorporated Walnut

NEED Creek.
The purpose of this project is to improve pedestrian safety at two crosswalk locations in
unincorporated Walnut Creek—the intersection of Olympic Boulevard and Bridgefield Road
and the intersection of Walden Road and Westcliffe Lane.

SUPERVISOR DISTRICT 2,4

PROJECT CATEGORY safety

Anticipated Project Expenditures
Amounts shown in thousands of dollars

Phase/Funding Cost Cost to FY FY FY FY FY FY FY FY
Source Date | 19720 | 20/21 | 21/22 | 22/23 | 23/24 | 24/25 | 25/26 | 26/27

Planning/

Coordination

Prel!mlna_ry 32 31 1

Engineering

Environmental 23 8 15

Design Engineering 160 112 48

+ Right-of-Way 20 20

+ Construction 303 303

Total 538 151 387
+ Gas Tax (c) 250 80 170
HSIP 224 31 194
TDA 64 41 23
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Contra Costa County
Capital Road Improvement & Preservation Program

PROJECT NAME Walnut Creek Crosswalk Improvements
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FY 20/21 to FY 26/27 Capital Road Improvement
Preservation Program (CRIPP)
District IV Project List & Descriptions

UNFUNDED PROJECTS - This is a comprehensive list of projects that have been
conceived but not funded. This project list originated from the following sources: Area of
Benefit (AOB) project lists the Regional Transportation Plan (RTP), Comprehensive
Transportation Project List (CTPL) through Contra Costa Transportation Authority (CCTA),
Transportation Expenditure Plan (TEP), and a Public Works List that was generated from
community input/need. District IV includes Pacheco AOB, Central County AOB, East County
Regional AOB, and South Walnut Creek AOB.

IV-6.

IV-7.

IV-8.

IV-9.

IV-10.

IV-11.

IV-12.

IV-13.

1V-14.

Avers Road & Concord Boulevard Intersection Improvements (Central
County AOB) — This project proposes to add a southbound right-turn lane and
sidewalk at the intersection of Ayers Road and Concord Boulevard.

Avers Road & Laurel Avenue Intersection Improvements (Central County
AOB) — This project proposes to widen the approaches to the intersection at Ayers

Road and Laurel Drive and to install new curb, gutter, sidewalk, and traffic signal.
Improvements require coordination with the City of Concord.

Bailey Road & Myrtle Drive Intersection Improvements (Central County
AOB) — This project proposes to improve the safety at the intersection at Bailey

Road and Myrtle Drive by widening Bailey Road for a new through-lane and
westbound left turn pocket.

Bailey Road Improvements — Myrtle Drive to Concord City Limits (Central
County AOB) — This project proposes to add shoulders north and south of Myrtle
Drive to the Concord City Limits.

Buskirk Avenue Improvements — Treat Boulevard to Pleasant Hill City
Limits (Central County AOB) — This project proposes to widen the roadway along

Buskirk Avenue from Treat Boulevard to the Pleasant Hill City limit.

Concord Avenue Shared Use Path (Pacheco AOB) — This project proposes to
construct a 10" wide Class | shared use path on the south side of Concord Avenue
from Contra Costa Boulevard to the Iron Horse Trail.

Iron Horse Trail Flashers (CTPL) — This project proposes to add pedestrian
crossing flashers along the Iron Horse Trail to improve pedestrian safety at trail
crossings.

Jones Road Bike Route Project — Oak Road to Canal Trail (CTPL) — This

project proposes to provide a Class 111 bike route.

Kirker Pass Road Bicycle Project (CTPL) — This project proposes to provide
Class Il bike lanes from the City of Pittsburg to the City of Concord.
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FY 20/21 to FY 26/27 Capital Road Improvement
Preservation Program (CRIPP)
District IV Project List & Descriptions

IV-15.

IV-16.

IV-17.

IV-18.

1IV-19.

1V-20.

IV-21.

IV-22.

IV-23.

Las Juntas Way & Coggins Drive Intersection Improvements (Central
County AOB) — This project proposes to improve the intersection level of service
through intersection modifications at Las Juntas Way and Coggins Drive near the
Pleasant Hill Bart Station.

Marsh Creek Trail (CTPL) — This project proposes to construct a bicycle and
pedestrian facility and close the 15-mile bike and pedestrian gap along Marsh Creek
Road between Clayton and Brentwood. The existing trail in Brentwood is to be
extended by others to Round Hill Park. The overall intent is to provide a commuter
bicycle trail which connects Central County to East County (Also see District I11).

Marsh Drive Improvements — Center Avenue to Walnut Creek Bridge
(Pacheco AOB) — This project proposes to widen or restripe the roadway to provide

shoulders/bike lanes on both sides of Marsh Drive from Center Avenue up to the
Walnut Creek Bridge (near the Iron Horse Trail).

Marshall Drive Sidewalk — Indian Valley Elementary School / City of

Walnut Creek to El Verano Drive (CTPL) — This project proposes to construct

sidewalk on both sides of Marshall Drive. This is about a one-mile segment of
roadway.

Mayhew Way Bicycle and Pedestrian Improvements — 200" west of Oberon
Drive to Bancroft Road (Central County AOB) — This project proposes to

construct bicycle and pedestrian improvements along Mayhew Way from Bancroft
Road to 200" west of Oberon Drive (Pleasant Hill City Limit).

Mitchell Canyon Road Bike Lanes — This project proposes to widen about one
mile of roadway to install Class Il bike lanes to connect the City of Clayton and the
Mitchell Canyon Staging area for Mount Diablo State Park. Areas of limited sight
distance make it difficult for cars to anticipate bicyclist on the narrow two-lane
roadway.

Mountain View Boulevard Pedestrian Improvements — San Miguel Drive
to Walnut Boulevard (Central County AOB) - This project proposes to

construct pedestrian and bicycle facilities along Mountain View Boulevard from San
Miguel Drive to Walnut Boulevard.

Pleasant Hill BART Station Bicycle and Pedestrian Access (CTPL) — This
project proposes to construct and improve bicycle and pedestrian access to the
Pleasant Hill BART Station.

Reliez Valley Road Bicycle Improvements — North of Grayson Road to
Withers Avenue (Central County AOB) — This project proposes to install bicycle

improvements along Reliez Valley Road between Grayson Road to Withers Avenue.
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FY 20/21 to FY 26/27 Capital Road Improvement
Preservation Program (CRIPP)
District IV Project List & Descriptions

IV-24.

1V-25.

IV-26.

IvV-27.

IV-28.

Rudgear Road & San Miguel Drive Intersection Safety Improvements
(Central County AOB) — This project proposes to construct safety and efficiency
improvements at the intersection of Rudgear Road and San Miguel Drive.

San Miguel Drive Bicycle and Pedestrian Improvements (Central County
AOB) — This project proposes to construct a pedestrian path along the west side of
San Miguel Drive from Blackwood Drive to Rudgear Road.

Treat Boulevard & Jones Road Intersection Improvements (Central
County AOB) — This project proposes to modify the intersection in order to improve
the level of service at the intersection of Treat Boulevard and Jones Road. On the
southbound approach, an additional southbound left turn bay is proposed. On the
northbound approach, a separate northbound right turn lane is proposed.

Treat Boulevard Bicycle Improvements — Jones Road easterly to Walnut
Creek City Limits (Central County AOB) — This project proposes to improve

bicycle accessibility and safety along Treat Boulevard.

Walnut Boulevard Pedestrian Improvements — View Lane to 250" west of
Walnut Court (Central County AOB) — This project proposes to construct

pedestrian and bicycle facilities along Walnut Boulevard from View land to 250" west
of Walnut Court.
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FY 20/21 to FY 26/27 Capital Road Improvement
Preservation Program (CRIPP)
District V Project List & Descriptions

CRIPP PROJECT DESCRIPTIONS FOR DISTRICT V

ACTIVE PROJECTS - These projects are fully funded and will be constructed in the near
future. These active projects are mapped on the previous page.

V-1.

V-3.

V-4,

V-6.

Alhambra Valley Road Embankment Repair — 0.4 miles west of Bear Creek
Road — This project proposes to repair an existing slide along Alhambra Valley Road
(approximately 0.4 miles west of Bear Creek Road). Currently the one-way traffic
control is established around the eroded embankment. Construction is expected in
2020. Measure J and Gas Taxes fund this project.

Alhambra Valley Road Storm Repair Project — Ferndale Site — This project is
to repair storm damage to Alhambra Valley Road. Construction is schedule for 2020.
Measure J and Gas Taxes fund this project.

Bay Point Utility Undergrounding Project — This project is to relocate overhead
utilities into a trench along Bailey Road and Willow Pass Road. Construction started
in 2018 and expected to be completed in 2021. Navy Mitigation, Gas Taxes, and
Rule 20A work credits through PG&E fund this project.

Bailey Road/SR4 Interchange Improvements — This project is to modify the

intersection at State Route 4 and Bailey Road. Improvements will encourage
pedestrian safety by changing the traffic circulation at the off-ramps. An additional
traffic signal will be installed for the new interchange configuration. Bicyclist will also
benefit from the intersection revisions. Construction is scheduled for 2020. Funding
is provided by Active Transportation Program (ATP), Bay Point AOB, Measure J, Navy
Mitigation Fund, and Gas Tax Funds.

Bear Creek Road — Road Embankment Repair — This project proposes to repair
the roadway embankment along Bear Creek Road. Currently the one-way traffic
control is established around the eroded embankment. Construction is expected in
2020. Gas Taxes fund this project.

Bel Air Trail Crossing Project — This project is to construct safety improvements
at the Bel Air Trail Crossing on Madison Avenue which is behind the Bel Air
Elementary School in Bay Point. Sidewalk (gap closure) improvements will also take
place along Madison Avenue where there is only a dirt shoulder. Construction is
scheduled for 2020. Transportation Development Act and Gas Taxes fund this
project.
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FY 20/21 to FY 26/27 Capital Road Improvement
Preservation Program (CRIPP)
District V Project List & Descriptions

V-7.

V-9.

V-10.

V-11.

V-12.

V-13.

Crockett Area Guardrail Upgrades — This project is to remove existing guardrails
and end treatments and replace them with current Caltrans standard guardrails and
end treatments on arterials and major collector roadways in the unincorporated
Crockett area. Construction is scheduled for 2022. Gas Taxes and the Highway
Safety Improvement Program (HSIP) fund this project.

Imhoff Drive Bicycle Shoulder Restriping — This project will stripe shoulders to
create Class Il bike lanes for bicyclists to utilize for travel for 0.3 miles along Imhoff
Drive between Blum Road and the State Route 4 Bikeway east of Waterbird Way
within the existing roadway. Construction is scheduled for 2022. The Transportation
Development Act (TDA) and Gas Taxes fund this project.

Kirker Pass Road Northbound Truck Climbing Lane — This project is to widen
Kirker Pass Road to add a northbound truck-climbing lane. Construction started in

2019. State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP), Measure J, and Gas
Taxes fund this project.

In addition, this project is to conduct pavement rehabilitation on a portion of Kirker
Pass Road from the City of Concord/County boundary to approximately 4,200 feet
of the northern Hess Road intersection. This project is scheduled for construction in
2020 after the Northbound Truck Climbing Lane Project. The One Bay Area Grant
(OBAG) and Gas Taxes fund this project.

Kirker Pass Road Safety Project — This project is to improve driver safety and
awareness and reduce the severity of collision events along 3.1-mile segment of

Kirker Pass Road between the city borders of Concord and Pittsburg. Construction is
scheduled for 2022. Gas Taxes and Federal Highway Safety Improvement Program
(HSIP) fund this project.

Marsh Drive Bridge Replacement — This project is to remove and replace the
existing Marsh Drive Bridge in cooperation with the City of Concord. Construction is
scheduled for 2021. Highway Bridge Program (HBP) and Gas Taxes fund this project.

Pleasant Hill Road Bridge Rehabilitation (Bridge No. 28C0154) — This
project is to extend the service life of the Pleasant Hill Road Bridge over Taylor
Boulevard. Construction is schedule for 2022. Highway Bridge Program (HBP) and
Gas Taxes fund this project.

Rodeo Downtown Infrastructure Improvements — This project is to construct
sidewalks and curb ramps along Pacific Avenue and a section along Parker Avenue

near 7™ Street. Project is to improve pedestrian access to Rodeo Creek Trail on
Investment Street and fill in sidewalk gap segments. Construction is scheduled for
2020. Department of Conservation and Development, Transportation Development
Act, and Gas Taxes fund this project.
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FY 20/21 to FY 26/27 Capital Road Improvement
Preservation Program (CRIPP)
District V Project List & Descriptions

V-14. Rodeo Pedestrian Enhancement Project — 6™ and 7™ Street — This project will
install two ADA curb ramps on Parker Avenue at 6 Street and three rapid repeating
flash beacons. Along 7" Street, pedestrian crossing enhancements are to be
constructed in front of Saint Patrick School. Construction is scheduled for 2021. This
project is funded by the Transportation Development Act and Gas Tax Funds.

145



Contra Costa County

Capital Road Improvement & Preservation Program

PROJECT NAME Alhambra Valley Road Embankment Repair

PROJECT
DESCRIPTION

PURPOSE AND
NEED

This project proposes to repair an existing slide along Alhambra Valley Road (approximately
0.4 miles west of Bear Creek Road). Currently the one-way traffic control is established
around the eroded embankment. Construction is expected in 2020. Measure J and Gas
Taxes fund this project.

Purpose is to re-established the roadway to accommodate two-lanes of traffic and widen the
roadway for shoulders

SUPERVISOR DISTRICT

PROJECT CATEGORY

1,5

reliability

Anticipated Project Expenditures
Amounts shown in thousands of dollars

Phase/Funding Cost Cost to FY FY FY FY FY FY FY FY
Source Date 19/20 20/21 21/22 | 22/23 | 23/24 | 24/25 | 25/26 | 26/27
Planning/
Coordination
Prel!mlna_ry 61 1 60
Engineering
Environmental 60 8 26 26
Design Engineering 139 89 50
+ Right-of-Way 20 2 18
+ Construction 1,100 140 960
Total 1,380 100 294 986
+ Gas Tax (c) 1,380 100 294 986
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Contra Costa County

Capital Road Improvement & Preservation Program

PROJECT NAME Alhambra Valley Road Embankment Repair
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Contra Costa County

Capital Road Improvement & Preservation Program

PROJECT NAME Alhambra Valley Road Storm Repair Project - Ferndale Site

PROJECT
DESCRIPTION

PURPOSE AND
NEED

This project is to repair storm damage to Alhambra Valley Road. Construction is schedule for
2020. Measure J and Gas Taxes fund this project.

To reconstruct the road embankment and restore the eastbound lane of Alhambra Valley
Road which was washed out/slid in the January 2017 storm events.

Currently, Alhambra Valley Road has been reduced to a single lane. The eastbound lane has
been closed off with concrete K-Rail adn stop signs ahve been installed on both sides of

partial lane closure to allow one-way traffic. The proposed project will restore the eastbound
lane of the road to traffic and allow unimpeded traffic flow.

SUPERVISOR DISTRICT

PROJECT CATEGORY

reliability

Anticipated Project Expenditures
Amounts shown in thousands of dollars

Phase/Funding Cost Cost to FY FY FY FY FY FY FY FY
Source Date 19/20 | 20/21 | 21/22 | 22/23 | 23/24 | 24/25 | 25/26 | 26/27
Planning/
Coordination
Preliminary
Engineering
Environmental 110 40 50 20
Design Engineering 237 67 170
+ Right-of-Way 21 21
+ Construction 750 50 700
Total 1,126 115 291 720
+ Gas Tax (c) 835 115 720
Measure J RTS 291 291
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Contra Costa County
Capital Road Improvement & Preservation Program

PROJECT NAME Alhambra Valley Road Storm Repair Project — Ferndale Site
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Contra Costa County

Capital Road Improvement & Preservation Program

PROJECT NAME Bailey Road/SR 4 Interchange Improvements

PROJECT
DESCRIPTION

PURPOSE AND
NEED

This project will improve safety and circulation of pedestrians and bicyclists along Bailey
Road through the State Route 4 (SR4) interchange. Construction is scheduled for 2020.
Funding is provided by Active Transportation Program (ATP), Bay Point AOB, Measure J,
Navy Mitigation Fund, and Gas Tax Funds.

The project will improve safety and circulation of pedestrians and bicyclists along Bailey

Road through the State Route 4 (SR4) Interchange. Bailey Road is a principal arterial road
that connects residents to the Pittsburg/Bay Point BART station, Bel Air Elementary School,
Delta De Anza Regional Trail and nearby commercial areas.

SUPERVISOR DISTRICT

PROJECT CATEGORY

safety

Anticipated Project Expenditures
Amounts shown in thousands of dollars

Phase/Funding Cost Cost to FY FY FY FY FY FY FY FY
Source Date 19/20 20/21 21/22 | 22/23 | 23/24 | 24/25 | 25/26 | 26/27
Planning/
Coordination 872 872
Prel!mlna_ry 79 69 10
Engineering
Environmental 52 29 23
Design Engineering 608 568 40
+ Right-of-Way 10 1 9
+ Construction 4,458 2 2,524 1,932
Total 6,079 1,541| 2,606 1,932
ATP 4,160 416 2,423 1,321
Bay Point AOB 233 233
+ Gas Tax (c) 171 7 57 107
Keller Canyon Mit 630 126 504
Fund
Measure J PBTF 345 345
Measure J RTS 100 100
Navy Mit 440 440
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Contra Costa County

Capital Road Improvement & Preservation Program

PROJECT NAME Bailey Road/SR 4 Interchange Improvements
BAY POINT
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PROJECT
LOCATION
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Contra Costa County
Capital Road Improvement & Preservation Program

PROJECT NAME Bay Point Utility Undergrounding Project

PROJECT
DESCRIPTION

PURPOSE AND
NEED

This project is to relocate overhead utilities into a trench along Bailey Road and Willow Pass
Road. Construction is scheduled for 2018 to 2020. Funding is provided through Navy
Mitigation, Gas Tax Funds, and Rule 20A work credits through PG&E.

Utilities will be placed underground to improve the aesthetics of the Bay Point community

near BART.

SUPERVISOR DISTRICT

PROJECT CATEGORY

efficiency

Anticipated Project Expenditures
Amounts shown in thousands of dollars

Phase/Funding Cost Cost to FY FY FY FY FY FY FY FY

Source Date 19/20 20/21 21/22 | 22/23 | 23/24 | 24/25 | 25/26 | 26/27

Planning/

Coordination

Preliminary 359 351 8

Engineering

Environmental 4 4

Design Engineering

+ Right-of-Way 102 99 4

+ Construction 501 501
Total 967 454 513

+ Gas Tax (c) 7 7

Navy Mit 959 447 513
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Contra Costa County
Capital Road Improvement & Preservation Program

PROJECT NAME Bay Point Utility Undergrounding Project

WILLOW PASS ROAD

PROJECT
LOCATION
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Legend:
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Contra Costa County
Capital Road Improvement & Preservation Program

PROJECT NAME Bear Creek Road - Road Embankment Repair

PROJECT
DESCRIPTION

PURPOSE AND
NEED

This project proposes to repair the roadway embankment along Bear Creek Road. Currently
the one-way traffic control is established around the eroded embankment. Construction is

expected in 2020. Gas Taxes fund this project.

The purpose of this project is to repair two embankment sites adjace to the northbound

lane of Bear Creek Road. Erosion has occurred at both embankments, resulting in massive
deterioration of the road shoulders. The damage has already encroached into the traveled
way at Embankment 1.

Reparing the two embankments will restore the roadway shoulder and prevent further
erosion. The northbound traveled lane at Embankment 1 is currently closed off due to

deteriorated pavement, and will be restored to allow two-way traffic flow to resume.

SUPERVISOR DISTRICT

PROJECT CATEGORY

1,5

reliability

Anticipated Project Expenditures
Amounts shown in thousands of dollars

Phase/Funding Cost Cost to FY FY FY FY FY FY FY FY
Source Date | 19/20 | 20/21 | 21/22 | 22/23 | 23/24 | 24/25 | 25/26 | 26/27
Planning/
Coordination
Preliminary
Engineering
Environmental 70 50 20
Design Engineering 196 196
+ Right-of-Way 21 21
+ Construction 750 50 700
Total 1,037 317 720
Measure J RTS 1,037 317 720

154




Contra Costa County
Capital Road Improvement & Preservation Program

PROJECT NAME Bear Creek Road — Road Embankment Repair

PROJECT
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Contra Costa County
Capital Road Improvement & Preservation Program

PROJECT NAME Bel Air Trail Crossing Project

PROJECT
DESCRIPTION

PURPOSE AND
NEED

This project is to construct safety improvements at the Bel Air Trail Crossing on Madison
Avenue which is behind the Bel Air Elementary School in Bay Point. Sidewalk (gap closure)
improvements will also take place along Madison Avenue where there is only a dirt shoulder.
Construction is scheduled for 2020. Transportation Development Act and Gas Taxes fund
this project.

The purpose of this project is to improve pedestrian access and safety at the Bel Air Trall
crossing. Bel Air Elementary School has a rear entrance that leads to the Bel Air Tralil, a
County maintained trail. Madison Avenue and Bel Air Trail Crossing is a “known” drop off
point to get to the school’s rear entrance. During drop off and pick up times at school,
double parking often becomes problematic due to U-turn movements by vehicles and double
parking. This type of vehicle activity makes it difficult to see students who are using the trail
crossing. There is also a sidewalk gap along Madison Avenue along the Bel Air trail corridor
where vehicles tend to restrict and block the pedestrian path of travel to and from the
school. As a result, pedestrians are walking on the shoulder or pinched between the parked
vehicles and the trail fencing.

SUPERVISOR DISTRICT 5

PROJECT CATEGORY

mobility

Anticipated Project Expenditures

Amounts shown in thousands of dollars

Phase/Funding Cost Cost to FY FY FY FY FY FY FY FY
Source Date ([ 19720 | 20/21 | 21/22 | 22/23 | 23/24 | 24/25 | 25/26 | 26/27
Planning/
Coordination 12 ! 8 2
Preliminary
Engineering
Environmental
Design Engineering 95 1 40 54
+ Right-of-Way
+ Construction 175 175
Total 282 8 43 231
+ Gas Tax (c) 182 182
TDA 100 8 43 49
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Contra Costa County
Capital Road Improvement & Preservation Program

PROJECT NAME Bel Air Trail Crossing Improvements
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PROJECT
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Contra Costa County
Capital Road Improvement & Preservation Program

PROJECT NAME Crockett Area Guardrail Upgrade

PROJECT
DESCRIPTION

PURPOSE AND
NEED

This project is to remove existing guardrails and end treatments and replace them with
current Caltrans standard guardrails and end treatments on arterials and major collector
roadways in the unincorporated Crockett area. Construction is scheduled for 2022. Gas
Taxes and the Highway Safety Improvement Program (HSIP) fund this project.

The County needs to upgrade deficient guardrails to reduce the potential and severity of
injuries when vehicles collide with them. The HSIP grant allows the County to leverage its
funds and upgrade more guardrails in a more timely manner, providing a safer environment
for drivers in the event of a collision.

SUPERVISOR DISTRICT

PROJECT CATEGORY

safety

Anticipated Project Expenditures
Amounts shown in thousands of dollars

Phase/Funding Cost Cost to FY FY FY FY FY FY FY FY
Source Date | 19720 | 20/21 | 21/22 | 22/23 | 23/24 | 24/25 | 25/26 | 26/27

Planning/

Coordination

Prel!mlna_ry 20 5 15

Engineering

Environmental 140 10 130

Design Engineering 140 140

+ Right-of-Way

+ Construction 1,471 1,471
Total 1,771 15 285 1,471

+ Gas Tax (c) 771 15 285 471

HSIP 1,000 1,000

158




Contra Costa County
Capital Road Improvement & Preservation Program

PROJECT NAME Crockett Area Guardrail Upgrade

PROJECT LOCATION
Various Locations
in Crockett

Source: County GIS

Legend:

County Maintained Roads
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Contra Costa County
Capital Road Improvement & Preservation Program

PROJECT NAME Imhoff Drive Bicycle Shoulder Restriping

PROJECT
DESCRIPTION

PURPOSE AND
NEED

This project will stripe shoulders to create Class Il bike lanes for bicyclists to utilize for travel
for 0.3 miles along Imhoff Drive between Blum Road and the State Route 4 Bikeway east of
Waterbird Way within the existing roadway. Construction is scheduled for 2022. The
Transportation Development Act (TDA) and Gas Taxes fund this project.

The purpose of this project is to improve bicyclist safety along Imhoff Drive between Blum
Road and the State Route 4 Bikeway, which starts approximately 200 feet east of Waterbird
Way, in unincorporated Martinez. There are no bicycle facilities along Imhoff Drive between
Blum Road and the State Route 4 Bikeway. This project will allow bicyclists to safely access
the State Route 4 Bikeway, which connects the City of Martinez to the City of Concord. This
roadway segment is included in the 2009 Contra Costa Countywide Bicycle and Pedestrian
Plan.

SUPERVISOR DISTRICT 5

PROJECT CATEGORY

safety

Anticipated Project Expenditures
Amounts shown in thousands of dollars

Phase/Funding
Source

FY
26/27

FY
22/23

FY
23/24

FY
24/25

FY
25/26

FY FY FY
19/20 | 20/21 | 21/22

Cost to

Cost Date

Planning/
Coordination

Preliminary
Engineering

Environmental

Design Engineering

+ Right-of-Way

+ Construction

55 55

Total

55 55

TDA

55

55
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Contra Costa County
Capital Road Improvement & Preservation Program

PROJECT NAME Imhoff Drive Bicycle Shoulder Restriping
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Contra Costa County
Capital Road Improvement & Preservation Program

PROJECT NAME Kirker Pass Road Northbound Truck Climbing Lane

PROJECT
DESCRIPTION

This project is to widen Kirker Pass Road to add a northbound truck-climbing lane.
Construction started in 2019. State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP), Measure
J, and Gas Taxes fund this project.

In addition, this project is to conduct pavement rehabilitation on a portion of Kirker Pass
Road from the City of Concord/County boundary to approximately 4,200 feet of the northern
Hess Road intersection. The One Bay Area Grant (OBAG) and Gas Taxes fund this project.

PURPOSE AND Reduce congestion and improve safety along Kirker Pass Road.

NEED

SUPERVISOR DISTRICT

PROJECT CATEGORY

4,5

efficiency

Anticipated Project Expenditures

Amounts shown in thousands of dollars

Phase/Funding Cost Cost to FY FY FY FY FY FY FY FY
Source Date 19/20 20/21 21/22 | 22/23 | 23/24 | 24/25 | 25/26 | 26/27
Planning/
Coordination
Preliminary 614 614
Engineering
Environmental 635 585 50
Design Engineering 2,123 2,023 100
+ Right-of-Way 114 64 50
+ Construction 18,270 2,017 11,265 4,989
Total 21,755 5,302| 11,465 4,989
+ Gas Tax (c) 9,189 2,450 3,094 3,646
LSRP 1,343 1,343
Measure J Regional 6,181 2,181 4,000
Measure J RTS 399 399
State Match 1,993 272 1,721
STIP 2,650 2,650
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Contra Costa County
Capital Road Improvement & Preservation Program

PROJECT NAME Kirker Pass Road Northbound Truck Climbing Lane

PROJECT
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Contra Costa County
Capital Road Improvement & Preservation Program

PROJECT NAME Kirker Pass Road Safety Project

PROJECT This project is to improve driver safety and awareness and reduce the severity of collision
DESCRIPTION events along 3.1-mile segment of Kirker Pass Road between the city borders of Concord and
Pittsburg. Improvements include guardrail installation, street lights at the intersections at
Hess Road, and median reflectors. Construction is scheduled for 2022. Gas Taxes and
Federal Highway Safety Improvement Program (HSIP) fund this project.
PURPOSE AND The purpose of the Kirker Pass Road Safety Improvements project is to improve driver
NEED safety and awareness and reduce the severity of collision events .
From 2014 to 2018, Kirker Pass Road ranks as one of the County roadways with the highest
rate of severe-injury collisions, which resulted in 117 accidents, five of them being fatal
collisions.
SUPERVISOR DISTRICT 5
PROJECT CATEGORY safety
Anticipated Project Expenditures
Amounts shown in thousands of dollars
Phase/Funding Cost Cost to FY FY FY FY FY FY FY FY
Source Date 19/20 20/21 21/22 | 22/23 | 23/24 | 24/25 | 25/26 | 26/27
Planning/
Coordination 10 3 2 2 3
Preliminary
Engineering
Environmental 80 10 40 20 10
Design Engineering 139 19 45 45 30
+ Right-of-Way
+ Construction 1,051 1,051
Total 1,380 32 87 67 1,194
+ Gas Tax (c) 200 16 36 26 123
HSIP 1,180 17 51 41 1,072
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Contra Costa County
Capital Road Improvement & Preservation Program

PROJECT NAME Kirker Pass Road Safety Project

PROJECT
LOCATION
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Contra Costa County
Capital Road Improvement & Preservation Program

PROJECT NAME Marsh Drive Bridge Replacement (Over Walnut Creek)

PROJECT
DESCRIPTION

PURPOSE AND
NEED

This project is to remove and replace the existing Marsh Drive Bridge in cooperation with
the City of Concord. This project is scheduled for construction in 2021. This project is funded
by Highway Bridge Program (HBP) and Gas Tax Funds.

The existing bridge is approaching the end of its service life and does not meet current

seismic standards.

SUPERVISOR DISTRICT

PROJECT CATEGORY

4,5

reliability

Anticipated Project Expenditures
Amounts shown in thousands of dollars

Phase/Funding Cost Cost to FY FY FY FY FY FY FY FY
Source Date 19/20 | 20/21 | 21/22 | 22/23 | 23/24 | 24/25 | 25/26 | 26/27
Planning/
Coordination
Preliminary
Engineering
Environmental 247 247
Design Engineering 1,742 462 625 625 30
+ Right-of-Way 280 140 110 30
+ Construction 14,949 700 6,800 6,700 749
Total 17,218 709 765 1,435 6,860| 6,700 749
ES%’ d‘;f Concord 300 150 150
EBRPD 400 200 200
+ Gas Tax (c) 2,156 433 310 200 578 540 95
HBP 14,362 276 455 1,235 5,932 5,810 654
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PROJECT NAME Marsh Drive Bridge Replacement
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Contra Costa County
Capital Road Improvement & Preservation Program

PROJECT NAME

PROJECT
DESCRIPTION

PURPOSE AND
NEED

Pleasant Hill Road Bridge Rehabilitation (Bridge No. 28C0154)

This project is to extend the service life of the Pleasant Hill Road Bridge over Taylor
Boulevard. Construction is schedule for 2022. Highway Bridge Program (HBP) and Gas Taxes

fund this project.

This project is needed in order to extend the service life of the bridge.

SUPERVISOR DISTRICT

PROJECT CATEGORY

2,5

reliability

Anticipated Project Expenditures
Amounts shown in thousands of dollars

Phase/Funding Cost Cost to FY FY FY FY FY FY FY FY
Source Date | 19720 | 20/21 | 21/22 | 22/23 | 23/24 | 24/25 | 25/26 | 26/27
Planning/
Coordination
Preliminary
Engineering
Environmental
Design Engineering 396 100 200 86 10
+ Right-of-Way 55 45 10
+ Construction 1,806 1,500 306
Total 2,257 100 200 131| 1,520 306
+ Gas Tax (c) 585 100 200 25 218 42
HBP 1,672 106 1,302 264
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PROJECT NAME Pleasant Hill Road Bridge Rehabilitation (Bridge No. 28C0154)

PROJECT
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Contra Costa County
Capital Road Improvement & Preservation Program

PROJECT NAME Rodeo Downtown Infrastructure

PROJECT
DESCRIPTION

PURPOSE AND
NEED

This project is to construct sidewalks and curb ramps along Pacific Avenue and a section
along Parker Avenue near 7th Street. Project is to improve pedestrian access to Rodeo
Creek Trail on Investment Street and fill in sidewalk gap segments. Construction is
scheduled for 2020. Department of Conservation and Development, Transportation
Development Act, and Gas Taxes fund this project.

The project proposes to improve pedestrian infrastructure between the Rodeo Creek
trailhead on Investment Street, along Pacific Avenue from Parker Avenue to the existing trail
entrance at San Pablo Avenue. Pedestrian facilities in the downtown area and between
these two trails have several gaps and outdated or non-existent ADA-compliant sidewalks
and curb ramps. The project will fill these gaps to provide continuous pedestrian
infrastructure.

SUPERVISOR DISTRICT 5

PROJECT CATEGORY

mobility

Anticipated Project Expenditures
Amounts shown in thousands of dollars

Phase/Funding Cost Cost to FY FY FY FY FY FY FY FY
Source Date 19/20 | 20/21 | 21/22 | 22/23 | 23/24 | 24/25 | 25/26 | 26/27
Planning/
Coordination
Preliminar
Enqineerinyq 311 306 5
Environmental 28 19 9
Design Engineering 567 477 90
+ Right-of-Way 65 65
+ Construction 1,114 1,114
Total 2,084 802| 1,282
Former RDA 1,152 802 350
+ Gas Tax (c) 408 408
Measure J TLC 470 470
TDA 55 55
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PROJECT NAME Rodeo Downtown Infrastructure Improvements
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PROJECT NAME Rodeo Pedestrian Enhancement Project

PROJECT This project will install two ADA curb ramps on Parker Avenue at 6th Street and three rapid

DESCRIPTION repeating flash beacons. Along 7th Street, pedestrian crossing enhancements are to be
constructed in front of Saint Patrick School. Construction is scheduled for 2021. This project
is funded by the Transportation Development Act and Gas Tax Funds.

PURPOSE AND The purpose of this project is to improve pedestrian safety at the intersection of Parker

NEED Avenue and 6th Street and in front of Saint Patrick School on 7th Street in Rodeo.
The need is based on the numerous requests for pedestrian safety improvements due to on-
going issues of motorists not yielding to pedestrians at 6th Street and speeding in front of
St. Patrick School.

SUPERVISOR DISTRICT 5

PROJECT CATEGORY safety

Anticipated Project Expenditures
Amounts shown in thousands of dollars

Phase/Funding Cost Cost to FY FY FY FY FY FY FY FY
Source Date | 19720 | 20/21 | 21/22 | 22/23 | 23/24 | 24/25 | 25/26 | 26/27
Planning/
Coordination 45 39 2 2 2
Preliminary
Engineering
Environmental
Design Engineering 74 30 35 9
+ Right-of-Way 3 3
+ Construction 350 350
Total 480 39 32 37 372
+ Gas Tax (c) 320 320
TDA 160 39 32 37 52
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PROJECT NAME Rodeo Pedestrian Enhancement Project

PROJECT
LOCATION
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FY 20/21 to FY 26/27 Capital Road Improvement
Preservation Program (CRIPP)
District V Project List & Descriptions

UNFUNDED PROJECTS - This is a comprehensive list of projects that have been
conceived but not funded. This project list originated from the following sources: Area of
Benefit (AOB) project lists, the Regional Transportation Plan (RTP), Comprehensive
Transportation Project List (CTPL) through Contra Costa Transportation Authority (CCTA),
Transportation Expenditure Plan (TEP), and a Public Works List that was generated from
community input/need. District V includes Martinez AOB, Pacheco AOB, and Bay Point AOB.

V-15.

V-16.

V-17.

V-18.

V-19.

V-20.

V-21.

V-22.

V-23.

6™ Street, Rodeo Sidewalk Project (CTPL) — This project proposes to provide
sidewalk along one side of 6" Street between Parker Avenue and Garretson Avenue.

7™ Street, Rodeo Sidewalk Project (CTPL) — This project proposes to provide
sidewalk along one side of 7" Street between Parker Avenue and Garretson Avenue.

Alhambra Valley Road Safety Improvements — Various Locations — This
project proposes to construct safety improvements along Alhambra Valley Road.

Alves Lane Extension — Willow Pass Road to Pacifica Avenue (Bay Point
AOB) — This project proposes to construct a new roadway extension and modify the
existing traffic signal at Alves Lane and Willow Pass Road.

Bailey Road and Mary Anne Lane Signal Project (CTPL) — This project

proposes to install a traffic signal at Bailey Road and Mary Anne Lane.

Bailey Road Overlay Project — SR4 to Keller Canyon Landfill Entrance. —
This project includes pavement rehabilitation on the County-maintained portion of

Bailey Road. This project will be scheduled for construction as soon Maintenance
deems it appropriate. Funding is through the Keller Canyon Mitigation Fund for
pavement rehabilitation and Gas Tax Funds.

Bailey Road Pedestrian & Bicycle Improvements — Canal Road to Willow
Pass Road (Bay Point AOB) — This project proposes to construct pedestrian and

bicycle improvements along Bailey Road from Canal Road to Willow Pass Road. (see
also Active Project #V-3 Bay Point Undergrounding Project)

Bear Creek Road Safety Improvements — Alhambra Valley Road to the City
of Orinda (CTPL) - This project proposes to construct roadway safety

improvements along Bear Creek Road between Alhambra Valley Road to the City of
Orinda.

Bella Vista Infrastructure Improvements (CTPL) — This project proposes to
construct capital improvements in accordance with the Bella Vista Infrastructure
Study.
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FY 20/21 to FY 26/27 Capital Road Improvement
Preservation Program (CRIPP)
District V Project List & Descriptions

V-24.

V-25.

V-26.

V-27.

V-28.

V-29.

V-30.

V-31.

V-32.

V-33.

Canal Road Sidewalk Project — 420 feet South of Winderbrook Drive to
Chadwick Lane (CTPL) — This project proposes to construct sidewalk along a
segment of Canal Road between Chadwick Lane and 420 feet south of Winterbrook
Drive.

Center Avenue Bicycle and Pedestrian Improvements — Pacheco
Boulevard to Marsh Drive (Pacheco AOB) (CTPL) — This project proposes to

construct bike lanes, widen the roadway by reducing the existing sidewalk, and
construct new sidewalk to provide a continuous path of travel along Center Avenue.

Crockett Area Overlays & Reconstruction Project — This project proposes to
conduct pavement overlays and reconstruction in the Crockett area.

Cummings Skyway — Widen Interchange at 1-80 (CTPL) — This project
proposes to widen the interchange between 1-80 and Cummings Skyway.

Cummings Skyway Truck Climbing Lane Extension (RTP) — This project
proposes to extend the existing eastbound truck-climbing lane on Cummings
Skyway.

Delta De Anza Trail Connection — Class 1 bikeway from Evora Road in Bay
Point to Port Chicago Highway in Concord to Iron Horse Trail (CTPL) — This

project is a combination of two CTPL projects, which proposes a Class | bikeway.
The first segment is from Evora Road in Bay Point to Port Chicago Highway
(Concord), and the second segment is from Port Chicago Highway (Concord) to the
Iron Horse Trail.

Delta De Anza Trail Connection (CTPL) — This project proposes to upgrade trail
crossings from Driftwood Drive to Canal Road.

Driftwood Drive Improvements — Port Chicago Highway to Pacifica
Avenue (Bay Point AOB) — This project proposes to construct six-foot shoulders
and six-and-a-half wide sidewalks on both sides of Driftwood Drive.

Evora Road & Willow Pass Road Intersection Improvements (CTPL) — This

project proposes intersection improvements to facilitate movement to and from
State Route 4, including signal modifications and new signal installation.

Evora Road Extension — Western Terminus to Port Chicago Highway
(CTPL) — This project proposes to extend Evora Road westward to Port Chicago

Highway.
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FY 20/21 to FY 26/27 Capital Road Improvement
Preservation Program (CRIPP)
District V Project List & Descriptions

V-34.

V-35.

V-36.

V-37.

V-38.

V-39.

V-40.

V-41.

V-42.

V-43.

V-44.

Evora Road Widening — Willow Pass Road in Bay Point to Willow Pass Road
in Concord (CTPL) — This project proposes to widen Evora Road to four lanes from
Bay Point to Concord.

Franklin Canyon Undercrossing — Sobrante Ridge to Carquinez Strait Trail
(CTPL) — This project proposes to construct a Franklin Canyon undercrossing to
facilitate regional trail access.

Gloria Terrace Sidewalk Project — Taylor Boulevard to Reliez Valley Road
(CTPL) — This project proposes to provide a sidewalk or walkable shoulders on

Gloria Terrace.

Kirker Pass Road Bicycle Project (CTPL) — This project proposes to provide
Class Il bike lanes from the City of Pittsburg to the City of Concord.

Kirker Pass Road Northbound Runaway Truck Ramp (CTPL) — This project

proposes to construct a northbound runaway truck ramp along Kirker Pass Road
prior to the City of Pittsburg.

Kirker Pass Road Southbound Truck Lane (RTP) — This project proposes to
construct a southbound trunk climbing lane along Kirker Pass Road.

Local Road Pedestrian and Bicycle Upgrade at Benicia Bridge — This project
proposes to construct and upgrade pedestrian and bicycle improvements leading up
to Benicia Bridge.

Loftus Road Pedestrian Improvements — Canal Road to Willow Pass Road
(Bay Point AOB) — This project proposes pedestrian and bicycle improvements on

both sides of Loftus Road.

Marsh Drive Improvements — Center Avenue to Walnut Creek Bridge
Pacheco AOB) — This project proposes to widen or restripe the roadway to provide
shoulders/bike lanes on both sides of Marsh Drive from Center Avenue up to the
Walnut Creek Bridge (near the Iron Horse Trail).

McNabney Marsh Open Space Connection to Waterfront Road Project
(CTPL) — This project proposes to provide an entrance to the McNabney Marsh

Open Space from Waterfront Road.

Monterey Street Safety Improvements — Veale Avenue to Palm Avenue
(CTPL) - This project proposes to pipe an existing ditch, conduct drainage
improvements and provide walkable shoulders.
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FY 20/21 to FY 26/27 Capital Road Improvement
Preservation Program (CRIPP)
District V Project List & Descriptions

V-45.

V-46.

V-47.

V-48.

V-49.

V-50.

V-51.

V-52.

V-53.

V-54.

V-55.

Pacheco Boulevard & Center Avenue Intersection Improvements
(Pacheco AOB) - This project proposes to construct modifications to the
intersection of Pacheco Boulevard and Center Avenue.

Pacheco Boulevard & Muir Road Intersection Improvements (Pacheco
AOB) — This project proposes to construct intersection modifications at Pacheco
Boulevard and Muir Road.

Pacheco Boulevard & North Buchanan Circle Intersection Improvements
(Pacheco AOB) — This project proposes to signalize the intersection at Pacheco

Boulevard and Carolos Drive/North Buchanan Circle.

Pacheco Boulevard Complete Streets — Arnold Drive to Muir Road
(Pacheco AOB) — This project proposes to construct new bike lanes along Pacheco

Boulevard from Arnold Drive to Muir Road.

Pacheco Boulevard Improvements — Morello Avenue to Blum Road (RTP)
(TEP) — This project proposes to improve the Pacheco Boulevard Corridor with
Complete Streets concept. This project will be in cooperation with the City of
Martinez.

Pacifica Avenue Extension — Port Chicago Highway to Alves Lane (Bay
Point AOB) — This project proposes to construct a new roadway and modification

of the existing traffic signal at Pacifica Avenue and Port Chicago Highway.

Pedestrian Improvements Near Rodeo Hills Elementary School — This
project proposes to construct pedestrian improvements in the vicinity of the Rodeo

Hill Elementary School in Rodeo.

Pleasant Hill Road & Taylor Boulevard Bicycle and Pedestrian
Improvements (Central County AOB) — This project proposes to construct
improvements to the intersection of Pleasant Hill Road and Taylor Boulevard.

Pleasant Hill Road Sidewalk Project — 1700 block to Diablo View Road on
west side only (CTPL) — This project proposes to construct a sidewalk on the west
side of Pleasant Hill Road.

Pomona Street Sidewalk Project (CTPL) — This project proposes to construct a
sidewalk along the south side of Pomona Street from 3™ Street to Rolph Avenue.

Pomona _Street/Winslow _Avenue/Carquinez Scenic _Drive Safety
Alignment Study — This project proposes to conduct a safety alignment study
along Pomona Street, Winslow Avenue, and Carquinez Scenic Drive.
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Preservation Program (CRIPP)
District V Project List & Descriptions

V-56.

V-57.

V-58.

V-59.

V-60.

V-61.

V-62.

V-63.

V-64.

V-65.

Port Chicago Highway Bicycle and Pedestrian Improvements — Driftwood
Drive to McAvoy Road (Bay Point AOB) — This project proposes to construct a
bike lane/shoulder along both sides of Port Chicago Highway, and a sidewalk along
the south side.

Port Chicago Highway Realignment Project — McAvoy Road to Pacifica
Avenue (Bay Point AOB) — This project proposes to realign the sharp horizontal

curve in Port Chicago Highway, add an eastbound left turn pocket at McAvoy Road,
and add sidewalks along both sides of Port Chicago Highway.

Reliez Valley Road Bicycle Improvements — North of Grayson Road to

Withers Avenue (Central County AOB) — This project proposes to construct

bicycle improvements along Reliez Valley Road from Grayson Road to Withers
Avenue.

San Pablo Avenue/Parker Avenue Sidewalk (CTPL) — This sidewalk project

proposes to provide a pedestrian connection between Rodeo and the City of
Hercules.

San Pablo Avenue Complete Streets Project - Rodeo to Crockett (RTP) —
This project proposes to construct complete streets improvements along San Pablo
Avenue from Rodeo to Crockett.

Waterfront Road Grade Change Project — This project proposes to raise the
roadway in anticipation of global sea level rise. McNabney Marsh and other wetlands

that occasionally spill onto and flood Waterfront Road.

Willow Pass Road & Bailey Road Intersection Improvements (Bay Point
AOB) — This project proposes to widen Willow Pass Road to accommodate an
additional westbound turn lane and a new eastbound right turn lane.

Willow Pass Road (West) & SR4 Interchange Improvements (Bay Point
AOB) — This project proposes to install new traffic signals at interchange of Willow

Pass Road (West) and State Route 4 westbound and eastbound off ramps.

Willow Pass Road Improvements — Bailey Road to Pittsburg City Limits
(Bay Point AOB) — This project proposes to restripe Willow Pass Road to provide

four travel lanes and an application of slurry.

Willow Pass Road Improvements — Evora Road to SR4 (Bay Point AOB) -
This project proposes to widen Willow Pass Road and modify the Willow Pass
Road/Evora traffic signal.
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Table C: Acronyms used in the CRIPP

Acronym Full Name Description Type
Alamo AOB Alamo Area of Benefit Traffic mitigation fees. Local
. . Funds for projects/programs that encourage
ATP Active Transportation Program ru proj p. 9 urag . Federal
increased use of active modes of transportation.
Bay Point AOB Bay Point Area of Benefit Traffic mitigation fees. Local
Bethel Island AOB Bethel Island Area of Benefit Traffic mitigation fees. Local
Briones AOB Briones Area of Benefit Traffic mitigation fees. Local
ccwb Contra Costa Water District Funds contributed by the Contra Costa Water District | Local
CDBG Communtiy Development Block  |Funds that can be used for frontage improvements in Federal
Grant economically depressed areas
Cent County AOB Central County Area of Benefit Traffic mitigation fees. Local
Disco Bay AOB Discovery Bay Area of Benefit Traffic mitigation fees. Local
. Discovery Bay West Mitigation Mitigation fees collected for the Discovery Bay West
Disco Bay West Funds (Subdivision 8023) Local
DWR Department of Water Resources [Bridge improvements. Local
. East County (Regional) Area of .
East County Regional AOB Benefit y (Reg ) Traffic mitigation fees. Local
Former RDA Former Redevelopment Agency :l?enai funds designated for former redevelopment Local
Gas Tax Gas Tax Funds Sales t.ax on gaso!lne used to enhance road Local
operation and maintenance.
HBP Highway Bridge Program Fu_ndg for brlqges in need of replacement, and for Federal
seismic retrofit program.
Herc/Rodeo/Crock AOB :srr](:;iltes/Rodeo/Crockett Area of Traffic mitigation fees. Local
HR3 High Risk Rural Road Program Funo_ls for safety improvements to rural roads defined Federal
as high risk.
Funds for infrastructure-related highway safety
Highway Safety Improvement improvements that lead to a significant reduction in
HSIP ) . . Lo . Federal
Program traffic fatalities and serious injuries on all public
roads.
Mitigation funds from Keller Canyon Landfill. Funds
Keller Canvon Mit Fund Keller Canyon Landfill Mitigation [are for pavement maintenance between SR4 and Local
Y Fund Keller Canyon Landfill Entrance. City of Pittsburg has
a fair-share portion of these funds.
Lifeline Grant Lifeline Grant Fur?ds intended to improve mobility for low-income Federal
residents.
Martinez AOB Martinez Area of Benefit Traffic mitigation fees. Local
Measure J PBTF Mef?\sure_J_ Eedestrlan, Bicycle and Funds for pedestrian, bicycle, and trail facilities. Local
Trail Facilities Program
. . Porti f sal i f j
Measure J Regional Measure J: Regional Funds Omoh 0 Sa. es.t.ax measure designated for projects Local
of regional significance.
. Portion of sales tax measure returned to local
Measure J: Return to Source L . -
Measure J RTS jurisdictions to be used for transportation projects Local
Funds s
within Contra Costa County.
Measure J Transportation for Funds for prOJects/programs for. plar?s and faC|I|t|e_s
Measure J TLC . " that encourage more walking, bicycling and transit Local
Livable Communities Program Use
N Richmond AOB North Richmond Area of Benefit [Traffic mitigation fees. Local
. e Mitigation f f I f P hi
Navy Mit Navy Mitigation Funds _|t|gat|on unds from closure of Port Chicago Local
Highway.
Grant program that focuses on transportation
OBAG One Bay Area Grant Program ) prog . .. u P ! , Federal
investments in priority development areas (PDA's).
Pacheco AOB Pacheco (West Concord) Area of Traffic mitigation fees. Local

Benefit
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Acronym

Full Name

Description

Type

Conoco Phillips grant program to support the

Phillips 66 funds Conoco Phillips 66 . Local
community.
. . - State
This act makes safety improvements and repairs to
Prop 1B Proposition 1B local streets and roads and improves seismic safety
of local bridges by providing for a bond issue.
Road Maintenance and State funding to local munipalities as a response to State
RMRA I .
Rehabilitation Account the decrease in gas tax revenue
Rich/El Sobr AOB Eg::?ﬁ(t)nd/El Sobrante Area of Traffic mitigation fees. Local
Richmond Sanitary Service Funds appropriated for the purchase of historic
RSS Abatement Fund Abatement Funds markers on San Pablo Dam Road. Local
So County AOB South County Area of Benefit Traffic mitigation fees. Local
South Walnut Creek Area of o
So Walnut Cr AOB Benefit Traffic mitigation fees. Local
SR2S Safe Routes to School (State) Funds emphasize construction of infrastructure to aid Federal
in safety near schools.
State Match State Match Funds Fun_ds to match federally funded transportation State
projects.
State Transportation Funds transportation projects on and off the State
STIP - Federal
Improvement Program Highway System.
TDA Transportation Development Act Funds for construction of bicycle and pedestrian State
facilities.
Tri-Valley T i . o
TVTC Fee ri-Valley Transportation Regional traffic mitigation fees. Local
Development Fee
West County AOB West County Area of Benefit Traffic mitigation fees. Local
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TO: BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

FROH: SUPERVISORS TOM TORLARSON AND ROBERT SCHRODER
TRANSPORTATION 'COMMITTEE

DATE: MAY 9, 1989
SUBJECT: ADOPTION OF THE COUNTY ROAD IMPROVEMENT POLICY

Specific Request(s) or Recommendation(s) & Background &

Justification

I. RECOMMENDATTION

Adopt the attached County Road Improvement Policy and direct the
Public Works Director and-the Director of Community Development
to start developing the five year County Road Improvement Program
for the Board's consideration in time for the 1990/91 fiscal year

budget process.

II. FINANCIAL IMPACT

Public Works and Community Development staff time will be needed
to prepare the County Recad Improvement Program Annual Report and
Recommendations.

IIT. ONS FOR RECO (8) KGR .

This policy is developed to guide the development of the Contra
Costa County Road Improvement Program.
The County Road Improvement Program (CRIP) is needed for the
following reasons:

1. The Growth Management Program of Measure "C" requires each
participating local agency to develop a Growth Management
Element of its General Plan to be applied in the development
review process and to develop a five year CRIP to meet
and/or maintain Traffic Services and Performance Standards.

Continued on attachment: X __ yes Signatu}-e'

Recommendation of County Administrator
Recommendation of Board Committee

— Approve ) other:
Bignature(s):
Action of Board-on:__ May 9, 1989

Approved as Recommended_ X  Other

Vote of Supervisors - I HEREBY CERTIFY THAT THIS IS
A TRUE AND CORRECT 'COPY:‘OF AN
X _ 'Unanimous (Absent.: — ') ACTION TAKER AND ENTERED.ON
Ayes: Noess: THE MINUTES OF THE BOARD OF
Absent: Abstain:.. SUPERVISORS ON DATE SHOWN."

Attested &74« W41 ik
PHIL YBATCHELOR}
CLERK OF THE BOARD

Orig. Div.: Trans. Comm.::

cc: County Administrator
Public Works Director - OF SUPERVISORS :AND
OUNTY ADMINISTRATOR

Director of Community Development c
County Gounsel % "
o s Sttt

DEPUTY CLERK
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Board of Supervisors

May 9, 1989
Page Two
2. Government Code Sectidn 66002 authorizes a local agency,

such as the County, to adopt a transportation capital
improvement plan to identify the use of developer fees.

Development of stable funding sources for transportation and
project delivery are of interest to the Board’ of
Supervisors. The CRIP, and the process in_developlng the
CRIP will allow the Board to focus on these lssues.

The County Transportation Committee approved the adoption of the
CRIP on April 25, 1989. ‘

Iv.

CONSEQUENCES OF NEGATIVE ACTION

Asshming that the Board will develop and adopt the Growth
Management Element of the General Plan, without this 4pollcy,
there will not be any directions to staff as to the development

of the five year CRIP.



THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF CONTRA COSTA COUNTY, CALIFORRIA
Adopted this Order on May 9, 1989 by the following vote:
AYES: Supervisors Powers, Fahden, Schroder, McPeak, Torlakson
NOES: None

ABSENT: None
ABSTAIN: None RESOLUTION NO. B9/306

SUBJECT: COUNTY ROAD IMPROVEMERT POLICY

This policy shall be known as the County Road Improvement Policy.
It will guide the development of the .Contra Costa County Road
Improvement Program (CRIP) as authorized by Government Code
Section 66002 and as required under the Growth Management Element
of the Contra Costa Transportation Improvement and Growth
Management Program ordlnanca approved: by the voters in November

1988 (Measure "C").

Under Section 15061(b) (3) of -the.California Environmental Quality
Act (CEQA), it can be seen with certainty that there is no
possibility +that the approval of this policy may have =&
significant effect on the environment and therefore, the approval
of this policy is not subject to CEQA.

The Board of Supervisors FINDS and DECLARES as follows:

1. A shortfall .in road maintenance funding in the past has
created a $20 million backlog of road reconstruction and
rehabilitation, and this backleog is increasing at & rate of
several million dollars a year.

2. The existing revenue from gasoline tax only provides about
50 percent of the funding needed to adequately maintain the

County's road system.

3. The existing urban traffic congestion has substantially
reduced the quality of life in Contra Costa County.

4. This urban traffic congestion degrades the air quality of
Contra Costa County and wastes scarce energy resources.

5. Solutions to the urban traffic congestion problem regquire
coordination and cooperation:-between the State; regional,
and local governments::as-well as:the transit’providers. It
is the intent of the Board of- Supervisors to work closely
with the cities in the County, the transit providers, the
Metropolitan Transportation Commission, and the State so
that the CRIP will .become:part-of the region's effort to
solve the congestion problems..in the region.

6. The intent of the: funds set:aside for local streets and
roads from Measure "C" is towucorrect existing maintenance
and capacity problems:i:

7. The Growth Management Program of -Measure "C" requires each
participating local agency to develop a Growth Management
Element of its General Plan to be applied in the development
review process and to develep a five year CRIP to meet
and/or maintain Traffic Service and.Performance Standards. -

8. The 1979 Bridge and Thoroughfare Policy of the Board of

Supervisors requires new: development to mitigate traffic
impacts created by the development.
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Board of Supervisors

May 9, 1989
Page Two
9. Government Code Section 66002 authorize a local agency, such

as the County, to adopt a transportation capital improvement
plan to identify the use of developer fees.

10. There is a need to develop additional and stable funding
sources for County road maintenance, reconstruction and
capital improvement needs.

11. Road improvement projects require years of advance planning,
coordination and cooperation between various agencies before

construction.

12. The Contra Costa CRIP and the transportation systenms
management efforts of the County are intended to compliment
each other to improve the quality of life, air quality and
safety, and to reduce traffic congestion in the County.

NOW, THEREFORE, the Board of Supervisors RESOLVES as follows:

The Board of Supervisors hereby adopts the County RQad
Inprovement Policy set forth in this Resclution. The ‘Pollcy
shall consist of the following elements: I) Program Priority,
II) Program Level and III) Program Procedure.

I.  PROGRAM PRIORITY

Road funds shall be budgeted and expended to maximize the use of
Federal and State funds and shall be based on the following order
of priorities. :

A. Kaintenance of streets and roads.

B. Construction and installation of traffic safety
improvements.,

c. Reconstruction and rehabilitation of roads.

D. Relief of traffic congestion which developed prior to
November 1988.

E. Relief of traffic congestion resulting from development
after November 1988.

II. PROGRAM LEVELS

Road funds are derived from many' sources, and the Board of
Supervisors intends that the following priorities shall be used
in expending the different sources of road funds:

A. Highway User Fees (Gas Tax)
1. Road operation and maintenance
3. Traffic safety and hazard elimination projects

Sufficient funds shall be budgeted for operation and
maintenance at a level not falling below that ef FY 1988.
If funds are available after operation, and maintenance,
they shall be budgeted for safety and hazard elimination
projects.

In the event that additional user fees become available,
either from State or Federal pass—through or from a locally
or regicnally imposed user fee, the additional revenue shall
be used first to remove the shortfall in maintenance
funding, then it shall be used to fund other programs in
accordance with the priorities set forth in Section I.
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B. Measure "C" Revenue Priorities.

1. A minimum program level of $300,000 a year for road
safety and hazard elimination projects less any funds
from gasoline tax, federal and state grants.

2. Reconstruction of County roads.
3. Rehabilitation of County roads.

4. Traffic congestion relief of problems vhich existed
before November 1988.

Priority shall be given to 1low cost system management
projects that will improve air gquality and encourage the use
of carpools, van pools, and mass transit.

C. Area of Benefit Revenues.

Developer .fees' generated through areas of benefit shall be used
to fund projects designed to mitigate the traffic impact of
developments -as identified in the area of benefit program report
and as mandated in the growth management program of Measure "C".

D. Additional Funding Sources.

The Board of Supervisors recognizes that existing funding is
inadequate to address the County's road maintenance and capital
needs. The Public Works Director is hereby directed to develop
additional stable funding sources for maintenance, to reduce the
reconstruction and rehabilitation backlog, and to improve the
County's road system. . The Public Works Director is further
directed to maximize the use of Federal and State funds. The
Public Works Director shall report to the Board periodically on
progress in developing additional funding sources.

. III. PROGRRM PROCEDURE

A. As specified in Section 913 of the County Ordinance Code,
the Director of Community Development and the Public Works
Director shall jointly develop areas of benefit to require
payments by developments into trust accounts for
improvements to major thoroughfares and bridges as
nitigation for their traffic impacts. The areas of benefit
shall be developed to:implement. the . circulation.element: of
the:.County's General:Plan.  The=circulation element of the
‘General Plan is hereby considered+to-be the-long:range CRIP.

B. The’ following procedure £hall. be used: to develop the five
year CRIP.

1. The five year CRIP is a short range-implementation plan
of the Circulation Element' and Growth - Management
Element of the General Plan.

2. Each year no later than June 15, the Director  of
Community Development shall provide the Public. Works
Director with a forecast of development trends in the
unincorporated areas in Contra Costa County for the
five succeeding years.

3. The Public Works Director and the County Administrator
shall compile information on :fund estimates.from State
gasoline tax, local funds,. State and Federal grants,
developer fees and other sources.
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4. The fund estimate shall be presented to the
Transportation Committee of the Board of Supervisors
for review and approval by September 15 of each yesar.

5. After fund estimate approval, the Public Works Director
shall prepare, with input from the Director of
Community Development and communities in the County,
the fifth year additions to the CRIP. All new project
additions and revisions will take into consideration
this policy, funding limitations, development trends,
&nd the Growth Management Program of Measure "C".

6. Before January 1 of every year the Public Works
Director shall prepare a report to the Transportation
Committee which will include the follewing:

a. The draft five year CRIP.

b. Comparison of the current year's project
delivery schedule against the current CRIP.

c. Identification of the shortfalls in, funding by
program categories.

d. Information about the progress in development of
additional funding sources.

7. The Director of Community Development shall provide an
analysis of the proposed CRIP with respect to any
applicable Growth Management Program of Measure "C" and
the General Plan.

B. Upon approval of the draft report by the Transportation
Committee, it shall be circulated for comment &nd

review.

9. The Transportation Committee shall hold a public
hearing on the draft CRIP at the conclusion of the

public review period.

10. The Transportation Committee shall present the CRIP
findings and recommendations to the Board of
Supervisors for their action no later than March 1 of

each year.

The Board of Supervisors hereby directs the Community Development
Department to file a Notice of Exemption with the County Clerk.

This policy was reviewed by the County Transportation Committee
on February 27 and approved for adoption on April 25, 1988.

I hersby certify that this ls a true and correct copy of
an action taken end ‘entsred on the minules of the
Board of Supervisors on the dats shown,
ATTESTED: g (289

PHIL BATCHELOR, Clerk of the Board

of Bupervisors and County Administrator

w%ﬁﬂﬁg.m

RESOI.I!‘;'IOH NO. B9/306

B-8



Appendix C: Guidelines for Expenditure of Gas Tax Revenue
(Proposition 111 Funds)

C-1



C-2



TO:
FHCM:
DATE:
SUBJECT:

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
TRANSPORTATION COMMITTEE
December 3, 1991

Report on Additional Revenue from Proposition 111

SPECIFIC REQUEST(S) OR RECOMMENDATION(S) & BACKGROUND AND JUSTIFICATION

I Recommended Action:

1.

Accept the following report from the Transportation Committes on the additional local gas
tax revenue from Proposition 111.

Approve expenditure of the local gas tax revenue from Proposition 111 according to the
following guidelines:

- 70 percent of Proposition 111 revenue for pavement maintenance;

- 20 percent of Proposition 111 revenue for capital improvements; and

- 10 percent of Proposition 111 revenue for safety projects

Direct the County Administrator to review the funding of the Congestion Management
Program and Growth Management Program with any future updates of the Countywide

Fee Study, and, if appropriate, to recommend adjusting development fees to include the
Congestion Management and Growth Management compliance costs.

I Financial Impact:

No overall impact to the General Fund with this recommendation. There are "maintenance of
effort" requirements included in Proposition 111 which requires maintaining General Fund
appropriation for transportation related programs at the same level as the past several years.

Continued on Al

—— RECOMMENDATION OF COUNTY ADMINISTRA
X_ RECOMMENDATION OF BOARD COMMERE /)

—__ APPROVE

SIGNATURE(S):

BOARD ON  December 3, 1991

ttachment:_X SIGNATURE:

VED AS RECOMMENDED _X__ OTHER __

VOTE OF SUPERVISORS

X UNANIMOUS (ABSENT 111 ).
AYES: NOES: ‘
ABSENT:; ABSTAIN:

RMA:cl:fp

c:bopi11.t12

attachments

Orig. Div:  Public Works (RE)

ce: County Administrator

s & true and correct copy of

GMEDA Director I hereby certity ‘h“dm‘t’emd % the minutes of the
f tion <takenand -en

Community Development Depart: © board (;'_‘su;:rtﬁgreéangmrdlsto shoue,

Accounting ¢, ;. €00 ATTESTED: ek dl)

Maintenance PHIL'BATCHELOR, Clerk of the Board ;
' of Supervisors and County Administrator

By 7@@2&7@——— , Deputy
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1.

Reasons for Recommendations and Background:

PROPOSITION 111 WILL GENERATE AN ADDITIONAL $2 MILLION IN REVENUE FOR FISCAL
YEAR 19890-1991 AND 2.5 MILLION IN 1981-1992.

Proposition 111, in conjunction with AB 471 (1990) and SB 300 (1990), increased the gas tax
by five cents on August 1, 1990 and will add an additional one cent each year for the next fgur
years beginning January 1, 1991. In addition, Proposition 111 increased commercial vehicle
weight fees by 40 percent beginning in August 1, 1880 with an additional 10 percent increase

on January 1, 1995.

It is estimated that we will receive an additional $2,000,000 in gas tax revenue in fiscal year
1990/91. That will increase to $2,500,000 in fiscal year 91/92, $3,000,000 in fiscal year 92/83,
$3,500,000 in fiscal year 93/94 and $4,000,000 in fiscal year 94/95. Fiscal year 94/95 will see the
last increase in the gas tax which will bring it up to a full 18 cents per gallon. Proposition 111
will provide the County's road program with & significant increase in revenue in the years to
come. This report analyzes the impacts of Proposition 111 and recommends guidelines for the

use of the funds.

THE COUNTY MUST COMPLY WITH NEW PLANNING REQUIREMENTS IN ORDER TO
RECEIVE PROPOSITION 111 FUNDS.

As a requisite to receiving the increased gas tax revenue, Proposition 111 requires preparation
of a Congestion Management Program (CMP) for each county that has an urbanized area of
50,000 in population. Contra Costa County qualifies under this definition. The CMP for the
County must include each city in the County and be updated annually. The CMP is similar to
the Growth Management Program under Measure "C" (1988) which is administered by the
Contra Costa Transportation Authority (CCTA). As a result, the County, along with the Cities,
has designated the Contra Costa Transportation Authority as the CMP Agency. This way, the
CMP for Contra Costa County can be prepared with very little additional cost.

Measure "C" allows the County to use the return to source revenues to administer, monitor and
report on the Growth Management program of the Measure. The Board has approved the use
of Measure "C" funds for that purpose. Proposition 111 is silent on the funding of CMP
compliance costs. This funding void may be corrected by AB 434 which would increase vehicle
registration fees to implement certain transportation control projects and provide funding for
related planning and technical studies necessary to implement the Clean Air Act. Whether AB
434 gets approved and whether local governments will receive any funding to cover congestion
management compliance costs remains to be seen. Any costs to comply with the congestion
management planning requirements of Proposition 111, not covered by AB 434 or other
proposed legislation, should be incorporated into any future updates of the Countywide Fee
Study. The Measure C compliance costs were not included in the Countywide Fee Study

_recently adopted by the Board. These compliance costs, which are incurred as a result of

development in the County, should also be included in any future updates of the Fee Study.

WITHOUT THE PASSAGE OF PROPOSITION 111, OUR ROAD MAINTENANCE AND ROAD
ENGINEERING EXPENDITURES WOULD HAVE EXCEEDED OUR GAS TAX REVENUES IN 1994.

The first thing to look at when considering the use of the increased gas tax, is the relationship
between our current road fund expenditures and our current road fund revenues, along with the
growth projections for each of them. Our current maintenance budget is about 8.3 million
dollars per year, while our road engineering budget (including Traffic) is about 1.1 million dollars
per year. Both of these budgets have been increasing at about five percent per year over the
past several years. On the revenue side, things are a little different in terms of growth. The gas
tax is apportioned to the County under Streets and Highways Code Sections 2104, 2105 and
2106. Sections 2104 and 2106 apportion the "historic” gas tax, which is the gas tax revenue
prior to the passage of Proposition 111. Section 2105 will apportion the increased gas tax
revenue from Proposition 111. The 2106 apportionment, which makes up about 10 percent of
our historic gas tax revenue, has remained more or less constant over the last several years.
The increases in 2106 funds have been offset by fund reductions due to City annexations in
County areas and the resultant reduction in the Countys assessed valuation. The 2104
apportionment, which makes up about 90 percent of our current gas tax revenue, has increased
slightly over the last several years. The average increase was 1.04 percent over the last three
years. The bulk of our revenue, therefore, has been increasing at one percent per year, while
our expenditures have been increasing at five percent per year. Prior to Proposition 111
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we estimated that by 1994, our maintenance and engineering expenditures would equal our
revenue projection, leaving no money for our small capital and safety improvernents program.
Beyond 1994 we would be in the negative column. This gloomy forecast however has changed
now with the passage of Proposition 111,

OUR GAS TAX REVENUE INCREASES ONE PERCENT PER YEAR WHILE OUR EXPENDITURES
INCREASE FIVE PERCENT PER YEAR.

For our revenue estimates we have assumed the gas tax will continue to grow at one percent
per year. We have also assumed our maintenance and engineering budgets will continue to
grow at five percent per year to keep up with inflation. The difference between our total revenue
and our expenditures on general road maintenance, road -engineering and compliance costs,
is the amount available to program for preventative pavement maintenance and capital and
safety projects. Table 1 shows our revenue stream, expenditure stream and the resultant
amount available for programming for the next 10 years. The revenue side is made up of three
components; the historical road fund, Proposition 111 funds and Measure "C" return to source
monies. The "historical" road fund includes the revenue from the taxrate imposed on the sale
of gasoline and diesel fuel prior to Proposition 111 (historic gas tax), plus future revenue from
traffic fines and forfeitures, rental income, and interest income. The bulk of the historic road fund
and Proposition 111 funds are estimated assuming a one percent per year increase, which is
what we experienced the last three years. - Measure "C" Iis estimated to keep up with an
assumed inflation rate of five percent plus three percent actual growth. The Measure "C"
forecasts, however, may change in the future as a result of annexations or incorporation.

The expenditure side shows the cost of general road maintenance and road engineering.
General road maintenance does not include any preventative maintenance work but provides
for routine maintenance to keep the County's 750 miles of roads and 90 bridges safe and
functional. Road engineering includes traffic engineering and operations, preparation of the road
budget, project programming, alignment studies, project development, project coordination with
interested and impacted entities, grant applications, and traffic studies. Planning compliance
costs are also shown in Table 1 as an expenditure. These are the costs associated with meeting
the Measure "C' growth management requirements and Proposition 111 congestion
management requirements, in order to receive Measure "C" return to source monies and
Proposition 111 funds. This compliance effort includes maintaining and refining the Circula-
tion/Transportation Element and the County Transportation database, transit planning, TSM,
project planning, project development, project programming/prioritization, and monitoring
intersection service levels on regional routes. Total expenditures would be reduced if the
planning compliance costs were funded by developer fees.

The amount available for programming shown in Table 1 reflects total funds available for
preventative pavement maintenance, capital”and safety improvements. It does not show
anything deducted specifically for safety or capital improvement programs. The data in Table
1 Is also shown on Figure 1 in the form of a graph. Thé dashed-lines represent general road
maintenance, road engineering and compliance cost expenditures. - The solid lines represent
revenues from the historic road fund, Proposition 111 funds -and Measure "C" return to source
monies. The shaded area between the total-expenditures and total revenues represents the total
funds ‘available for programming. Figure 1 graphically:shows that-the rate of increase of our
revenue is less than the rate of increase of our expenditures:

There has been recent legislative action that will impact our-road related revenue stream. The
State legislature recently approved a realignment in the ‘State:budget that will divert the "fines
and forfeitures” revenue that historically went to the Countys: :n exchange, the State will be
supporting the court system. This can be seen on Table | where-after fiscal year 1991/92 the
revenue is reduced by the $500,000 we received each year asfinés and-forfeitures.”

TO ELIMINATE OUR CURRENT BACKLOG OF ROADS THAT ARE‘BEYOND PREVENTATIVE
MAINTENANCE WOULD COST $32 MILLION DOLLARS.

The passage of Proposition 13 in 1978 reduced the amount available for our preventative
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pavement maintenance program. As a result, we had to prioritize the expenditure of our
maintenance dollars for preventative maintenance. Some roads were treated and some were
not. Several years after Proposition 13 we began to keep track of the deficiencies in our
pavement management program and identified a backlog of roads that were beyond
preventative maintenance. This was the subject of a report produced in March 1985, which

~ identified aback log of $5,800,000. The report also projected a backlog in fiscal year 89/90 of
$35,000,000 (in 1985 dollars), if the annual road maintenance funding was not increased. The
pavement maintenance funding in 1985 was $2,000,000 per year, which is roughly what we
spend today on preventative maintenance. The $35,000,000 backlog for fiscal year 1989/80
projected in the 1985 report would equate to $45,000,000 in todays dollars. Information
gathered for the 1989-80 Grand Jury investigation of our maintenance program revealed that our
1989-90 backlog was $32 million. This is less than the projected estimate in our 1985 report,
which is due to a reduction in maintained road mileage (853 miles in 1985 vs. 745 in 1988), with
the incorporation of Orinda in 1886, and some annexations between then and now. In addition,
the passage of SB 300 (1986) several years ago provided a one time windfall of about
$3,000,000 for our pavement maintenance budget.

OUR BACKLOG PROJECTED TO THE YEAR 2000 COULD BE REDUCED TREMENDOUSLY IF
MEASURE “C" RETURN TO SOURCE MONIES AND PROPOSITION 111 FUNDS ARE USED TO
BOLSTER OUR PAVEMENT MAINTENANCE PROGRAM.

Table 2 shows our annual maintenance backlog with the allocation of 70% of Proposition 111
revenues towards pavement maintenance funding, in conjunction with Measure "C" return to
source monies. This shows that by fiscal year 1999/2000, our backlog will be $275,000,000.
Obviously, this size of backlog in the year 2000 is unacceptable and we will need to look for
additional funding sources to further reduce the backlog to an acceptable level. However, if no
Proposition 111 revenue or Measure "C" return to source monies are infused into our pavement
maintenance program at this time, then our backlog in the year 2000 would be $370,000,000;
an increase of approximately 35%.

The revenue estimates shown in Table 2 assume a one percent growth in the gas tax each year
and a eight percent growth in the sales tax (Measure "C"). As can be seen, the new source of
revenues will not solve our backlog problem. However, it is also evident that if none of the
Proposition 111 revenues or Measure "C" monies are spent on our pavement maintenance
program, then our backlog will grow tremendously.

WHAT ARE THE CONSEQUENCES OF NOT INVESTING IN OUR PAVEMENT
MAINTENANCE PROGRAM?

Most roads are designed for a twenty year life. If no maintenance is performed on a new road,
it will, in general, provide good service for ten to fifteen years, at which time failure of the
pavement section begins. Between fifteen and twenty years the pavement deteriorates at &
rapid rate. By the 20th year the road will have to be repaved or reconstructed, at which time
the life/deterioration cycle starts all over again if no maintenance is performed. Our pavement
management system is set up to recognize when various roads need a seal coat. Seal coa‘gs
are applied just prior to the beginning stages of pavement deterioration. When the seal coat is
applied prior to the initial stages of pavement deterioration, the pavement life is extended for
another five to seven years, at which time another 'seal coat is applied. By performing these
preventative treatments to the pavement, the pavement life can be extended ten to twelve years
before the road needs to be repaved. A newly paved road therefore, could last thirty years with
preventative maintenance instead of twenty years without maintenance. It costs 50% more to
overlay or reconstruct a road every twenty years with no intervening preventative maintenance,
than it does to perform preventative maintenance and extend its useful life to thirty years. The
consequences, therefore, of not investing in our preventative pavement maintenance program
is to incur major capitol investment needs to rebuild our road system, rather than a continuous
reduced level of funding for preventative maintenance.

THE RECENT GRAND JURY REPORT RECOMMENDS USING MEASURE "C" RETURN TO
SOURCE MONIES FOR PAVEMENT MAINTENANCE.

The Board considered the expenditure of Measure "C" return to source monies with the County

Road Improvement Policy. This policy, adopted by the Board on May 9, 1989, prioritizes the
expenditure of Measure "C" monies as follows:
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1. A minimum program level of $300,000 & year for road safety and hazard elimination
projects, less any funds from gasoline tax, tederal and state grants.
2. Reconstruction of County roads.

3. Rehabilitation of County roads.

4. Traffic congestion relief of problems which existed before November 1988.

As long as a minimum budget is maintained for safety projects, then the emphasis for
expenditure of Measure C funds lies in the pavement maintenance program to reduce the

backlog.

The 1989-90 Contra Costa County Grand Jury submitted a report entitled "County Road
Preventative Maintenance." This report reveals that the road system in the County is
deteriorating at an alarming rate due to declining road maintenance, which has been brought
on by escalating maintenance costs and lack of adequate maintenance funding. Their report
recommends that the Board of Supervisors pursue ways to generate additional revenue for road
maintenance including "priority use of the County’s Measure "C" allocation”.

PROPOSITION 111 FUNDS, SHOULD BE USED ALONG WITH MEASURE "C" RETURN TO
SOURCE MONIES TO BOLSTER OUR PAVEMENT MANAGEMENT SYSTEM AND REDUCE

OUR BACKLOG.

The Transportation Committee has discussed the expenditure of Proposition 111 funds and
urges the Board to adopt a guidsline for expending the new Proposition 111 revenues. For the
greatest return on the dollar, the bulk of the revenue should be spent on the pavement
maintenance program, however, there is also a desire that some should be expended for safety
improvements and for capital improvements. As a result, the Transportation Committee recom-
mends that Proposition 111 funds be spent in the following manner:

1. 70 percent ot Proposition 111 revenue for pavement maintenance
2. 20 percent of Proposition 111 revenue for capitol improvements
3. 10 percent of Proposition 111 revenue for safety projects

First priority for the additional maintenance revenue will go to arterials and major thoroughfares.
Secoend priority for the additional maintenance revenue is to prevent roads not on the backlog
from deteriorating to a backlog condition, The third priority is to remove roads from the backlog.

Currently, we budget approximately $300,000 for safety projects and $300,000 for capital
projects from the road fund. The expenditure guideline recommended: above would increase
our safety projects budget to approximately $500,000 and-our capital budget to approximately
$660,000 for fiscal year 90/91. Table 8 shows the breakdown of funding that would be provided
for each of these three programs over the next 10 years if our Proposition 111 revenue was
distributed as recommended above. It should be noted that these recommendations go hand
in hand with the Grand Jury report on County Road Maintenance.

The above expenditure recommendations combine the gas tax and Measure "C" resources,
which together will satisfy the list of improvements identified :separately in the County Road
Improvement Policy as gas tax expenditure priorities and Measure "C" expenditure priorities. In
other words, the combined Proposition 111 and Measure "C" expenditures shown in Table 3 will
satisfy the intent of the County Road Improvement Policy, which had identified separate
expenditures for Measure "C" revenues and gas tax revenues.

SPENDING PROPOSITION 111 FUNDS AND MEASURE "C" RETURN TO SOURCE MONIES ON
REBUILDING OUR ROAD SYSTEM WILL GIVE THE PUBLIC THE GREATEST AMOUNT OF

ROADWORK FOR THE DOLLAR.

Not only is expending revenue on our pavement maintenance program a sound investment in
our road system, but it is also highly visible to the public and wil significantly improve the
appearance, durability, and the ride quality of roads in each Supervisorial District. The
recommendations made in this report would improve ninety-eight miles of County roads in the
form of chip seals and slurry seals, and six miles in the form of overlays or reconstruction over
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the next two years, if two thirds of the funds were allocated to surface treatments and one third
to overlays and reconstruction.

Discussions these days often center around the level of service of our roads in terms of
capacity. Nobody discusses the level of service of our roads in terms of maintenance of
serviceability. A road that is not maintained and is allowed to deteriorate will effectively have its
capacity reduced as cars are forced to reduce their speed due to a broken and rough pavement
surface. As the road deteriorates, the safe speed and the capacity of the road decreases.
Several years ago MTC did a study which revealed that poor pavement conditions cost the
public $60 per vehicle per year in terms of additional wear and tear. With the County’s 640,000
registered vehicles, that equates to a total cost of $38,400,000.

V. Conseguences of Negative Action:

There would be no guidelines established for the expenditure of revenue from Proposition 111
and the level of service of our road system would suffer.
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Appendix D: Board Order Approving the 2020 Capital
Road Improvement and Preservation Program and
the month 2020 TWIC Report
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(This page is intentionally left blank until the
Board of Supervisors approves the 2020 CRIPP)
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Appendix E: Area of Benefit Maps and Project Lists
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HOW DOES THE AREA OF BENEFIT PROGRAM FIT INTO THE CRIPP?

As explained in the CRIPP Introduction and Background section, the CRIPP is a planning
document for known potential projects in the next 7 years.

The Area of Benefit Program (AOB) is just one potential funding source for County road
projects. Some of these road improvement projects are funded by AOB revenues,
provided those projects are on the approved AOB project list.

Projects on the AOB project lists will appear in either the active project list or underfunded
list. Some of the projects on the AOB project lists fall outside of the seven-year, active-
project, planning window, but are included in the underfunded CRIPP project lists.

Each AOB project list was approved with each respective AOB ordinance. In order to
update an AOB project list, a separate update process will need to occur. Projects within
each AOB program may be removed or added when each AOB ordinance is updated and
adopted by the Board of Supervisors. The update of a CRIPP is not the process in which
the County updates an AOB.

For reference, the following information for each adopted Area of Benefit is included:
e Ordinance number
e Approved/Proposed Project List
e Boundary for the Area of Benefit

The AOB program consists of 15 separate areas. At any given time, several of these areas
may be in the process of a program update. These updates may include revisions to the
AOB project list; thus, a draft of a pending project list may be included in this section of
the CRIPP but are yet to be approved by the Board of Supervisors.

For more information about the Areas of Benefit, contact the AOB manager at (925) 313-
2000 or visit the AOB website, http://www.cccounty.us/AOB.
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Alamo Regional Area of Benefit
Project List Schedule
Current Ordinance 2016-25

Iltem Location Description Project Status

Danville Boulevard/Orchard Court |Construct roundabout and complete streets

Complete Streets Improvements |[features Incomplete

Construct pedestrian safety improvements at
Stone Valley Middle School, Alamo Elementary
School, and Rancho Romero Schools.
1) Hemme Avenue Sidewalk (between
Rancho Romero Elem. and La Sonoma
2 |Alamo Schools Way) Incomplete
2) Miranda Avenue Natural Pathway
(betw. Stone Valley Middle and Stone
Valley Road)
3) Livorna Road Sidewalk Improvements —
(Completed)

Danville Boulevard at Hemme . .
3 Avenue Intersection Safety improvements. Incomplete

For more AOB information, visit http://www.cccounty.us/AOB

Alamo Area of Benefit Boundary

WALNUT CREEK

DANVILLE



http://www.cccounty.us/AOB

Bay Point Area of Benefit
Project List Schedule
Current Ordinance 2016-18

Location
Item (Nexus Id) Description Project Status

1 \(/¥il1lc)1w Pass Road Signalize EB and WB off-ramps at west interchange of SR4 Incomplete

5 Willow Pass Road |Intersection improvements at Willow Pass Road and Evora | ot
(1.2) Road to facilitate traffic flow to WB SR 4. ncomplete

i Restriping fi Bailey Road to Pittsburg City Limits t

3 Willow Pass Road . estriping rom ailey Road to Pittsburg City Limits to Incomplete
(2.1) improve capacity.

4 \(/;/igc)xw Pass Road Bailey Road intersection improvements. Incomplete
Port Chicago Widen to accommodate bicycle and pedestrian

5 [Highway improvements from Driftwood Drive to west of McAvoy Incomplete
(3.1) Road.
Port Chicago : o

6 Highway (3.2) Realign from west of McAvoy Road to Pacifica Avenue. Incomplete
Port Chicago

7 Highway & Willow [Construct multi-modal safety improvements through c let
Pass Rd intersection from Lynbrook Drive to Weldon Street. omplete
Intersection (4)

8 Driftwood Drive Construct pedestrian and bicycle safety improvements from | et
(5) Port Chicago Highway to Pacifica Avenue. ncompiete

9 Pacifica Avenue Extenq roadway from Port Chicago Highway to Alves Lane Incomplete
(6) extension.

10 Alves Lane Extenq roadway from Willow Pass Road to Pacifica Avenue Incomplete
(7) extension.
Loftus Road Construct bicycle and pedestrian safety improvements from

11 18 Canal Road to Willow Pass Road. Incomplete
Bailey Road Bicycle and pedestrian improvements from Willow Pass .

1119 Road to Canal Road. In Design Phase

12 Bailey Road Bicycle and pedestrian improvements from Canal Road to In Design Phase

(10)

BART.

For more AOB information, visit http://www.cccounty.us/AOB



http://www.cccounty.us/AOB

Bay Point Area of Benefit Boundary

cAvoy Rd

M

PITTSBURG
PITTSBURG

CONCORD
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Bethel Island Area of Benefit
Project List Schedule
Current Ordinance 2016-12

Iltem Location Description Project Status
1 Bethel Island Add bicycle and pedestrian improvements from Taylor Road Incomolete
Road to Sandmound Boulevard P

Sandmound Add bicycle and pedestrian improvements from Oakley City
2 - . Incomplete
Boulevard Limits to Mariner Road
Sandmound Add bicycle and pedestrian improvements from Mariner Road
3 Incomplete
Boulevard to Cypress Road.
Add bicycle and pedestrian improvements from Bethel Island
4 |Gateway Road Road to Piper Road Incomplete
. Add bicycle and pedestrian improvements from Gateway
5 |Piper Road Road to Willow Road Incomplete

For more AOB information, visit http://www.cccounty.us/AOB

Bethel Island Area of Benefit Boundary



http://www.cccounty.us/AOB

Briones Area of Benefit
Project List Schedule
Current Ordinance 88-27

Iltem Location Description Project Status
Realign curves at Ferndale Road (mile post 5.6), Main
1 |Alhambra Valley Road [Road (mile post 6.2), and 4000 feet northwest of Bear Incomplete
Creek road (mile post 2.9)

For more AOB information, visit http://www.cccounty.us/AOB

Briones Area of Benefit Boundary

MARTINEZ

HERCULES

PINOLE

RICHMOND



http://www.cccounty.us/AOB

Central County Area of Benefit
Project List Schedule
Current Ordinance 95-32

Iltem Location Description Project Status

Safety and capacity improvements from Pleasant

1 |Taylor Boulevard Hill Road to Boyd Road Incomplete

2 Pleasant Hill Road / Taylor _Safety ar_1d Capacity improvements to existing Incomplete
Boulevard intersection

3 [Bailey Road Remove and replace existing bridge. New bridge Complete

adequate for standard two-lane arterial

Rudgear Road / San Miguel
4 |Drive / Walnut Boulevard / Safety Improvements Incomplete
Mountain View Boulevard

San Pablo Dam Road / Bear

5 Creek Road Construct Signal (County share) Complete

6 |Paso Nogal / Golf Club Road |Improve intersection Complete
. Construct new road from Willow Pass Road

7  |Evora Road Extension Incomplete

(Concord) to Port Chicago Highway

For more AOB information, visit http://www.cccounty.us/AOB

Central County Area of Benefit Boundary

HERCULES
PITTSBURG

MARTINEZ

PINOLE
CONCORD ANTIOCH
PLEASANT
HILL
RICHMOND
CLAYTON
El CERRITO
WALNUT CREEK
LAFAYETTE
ORINDA
MORAGA
DANVILLE



http://www.cccounty.us/AOB

Discovery Bay Area of Benefit
Project List Schedule
Current Ordinance 2018-16

Item Location Description Project Status
1 |Discovery Bay Boulevard gﬁcztruct intersection improvements at Clipper Incomplete
Widen and provide pedestrian and bicycle
21 improvements between Bixler Road and Discovery Incomplete
Bay Boulevard
29 Rebuild bridge to accommodate four lanes Incomplete
' State Route 4 between Bixler Road and Discovery Bay Blvd P
Construct intersection improvements at Newport
2.3 Drive Incomplete
24 Wlden Roadway between Byron Highway and Incomplete
Bixler Road
. Construct school safety improvements at the
3 Byron Highway intersection with Byer Road Incomplete
4 |clioper Drive Construct traffic calming measures between Incomplete
PP Newport Drive and Discovery Bay Boulevard P
. Construct complete Street Improvements between
5 |Bixler Road SR-4 and Byer Road Incomplete
6  |Bver Road Construct complete Street Improvements between Incomplete
Y Bixler Road and Byron Highway P

For more AOB information, visit http://www.cccounty.us/AOB

Discovery Bay Area of Benefit Boundary

BRENTWOOD

Marsh Creek R

ﬁ

Disco
Ba:

Byron Hwy
Bixl d
518

Byron Elementary School
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East County Regional Area of Benefit

Project List Schedule
Current Ordinance 2013-26

Iltem Location Description Project Status

VVasco Rd/Camino ; Co

1 ) . . Construct intersection improvements. Incomplete
Diablo intersection

2 |Marsh Creek Rd Construct safety improvements. Incomplete

3 [Chestnut Street Widen roadway from Sellers Avenue to Byron Hwy. Incomplete

4 |Delta Road Widen roadway from Byron Highway to Holland Tract Rd. | Incomplete

5 ggﬁgssg Ave & Eden Widen roadway from Delta Rd to Chestnut St. Incomplete

6 |Sunset Rd Widen roadway from Sellers Ave to Byron Hwy. Incomplete

. Widen roadway from Camino Diablo to the Alameda
7 |Byron Highway ; Incomplete
County Line.

8 [Byron Highway ggr?sgluct two way left turn lane at Byron Elementary Incomplete
SR 4/Byron Highway  |Widen southern intersection of Byron Highway with SR 4

9 | . Incomplete
intersection (Phase 2).

10 [Knightsen Avenue Widen roadway from East Cypress Rd to Delta Rd. Incomplete

11 [Delta Road \Widen roadway from Sellers Ave to Byron Highway. Incomplete

12 |Sellers Avenue Widen roadway from Delta Rd to Chestnut St. Incomplete

13 |[Sellers Avenue \Widen roadway from Main canal to Marsh Creek Rd. Incomplete

14 |Byron Highway Widen roadway from Delta Rd to Chestnut St. Incomplete

15 |Byron Highway Widen roadway from Chestnut St to SR 4. Incomplete

16 |Byron Highway Widen roadway from SR 4 to Camino Diablo. Incomplete

17 |Camino Diablo Widen roadway from Vasco Rd to Byron Highway. Incomplete

18 'Knlghtse.n Ave/Delta Rd Construct intersection improvements. Incomplete
intersection

19 Byron |T||ghway(Cam|no Construct intersection improvements. Incomplete
Diablo intersection
Byron Highway/SR 4

20 |/Point of Timber Construct intersection improvements. Incomplete
intersection
Sellers Ave/Marsh ; Co

21 Creek Rd intersection Construct intersection improvements. Incomplete

22 Bglfour R.d /Byron . Construct intersection improvements. Incomplete
Highway intersection

23 _Sellers Aye/Sunset Rd Construct intersection improvements. Incomplete
intersection

24 Sellers Aye/Chestnut St Construct intersection improvements. Incomplete
intersection

25 Sellers Ave/Balfour Rd Construct intersection improvements. Incomplete

intersection

For more AOB information, visit http://www.cccounty.us/AOB
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East County Regional Area of Benefit Boundary
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Hercules / Rodeo / Crockett Area of Benefit
Project List Schedule
Current Ordinance 88-27

Item Location Description Project Status

Widen to provide shoulder from Crockett

1 FomonaStreet Boulevard to 2nd street

Complete

2 Pomona St/ er_1$Iow Sl Alignment Study Incomplete
Carquinez Scenic

Widen to three lane arterial to provide for truck

3 Crockett Boulevard climbing lane from Pomona Street to Cummings| Complete
Skyway

4 San Pablo Ave Modify signal at Union Qil entrance Complete

5 Pomona St Modify signal at 2nd Ave Complete

6 ngzirep}v\zi/lli\?vnlriZEsIthion Modify intersection and install signal Complete

7 Parker / Fourth Modify intersection and install signal Complete

8 Willow / Hawthorne Modify intersection and install signal Complete

For more AOB information, visit http://www.cccounty.us/AOB

Hercules / Rodeo / Crockett Area of Benefit Boundary

Winslow St
Pomona St
(:9 PORT
"9(, COSTA
A
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http://www.cccounty.us/AOB

Martinez Area of Benefit
Project List Schedule
Current Ordinance 95-38

Iltem Location Description Project Status
1 |Alhambra Valley Road S.aff_aty and capacity improvements from Martinez City Incomplete
Limits to Ferndale Road
2 |Alhambra Valley Road |Realign curves at Ferndale Road Complete
3  |Pacheco Boulevard Realign grade crossing with AT&SF Incomplete
4  |Pacheco Boulevard Widen arterial standard Incomplete

For more AOB information, visit http://www.cccounty.us/AOB

Martinez Area of Benefit Boundary

HERCULES MARTINEZ

PINOLE
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North Richmond Area of Benefit

Project List Schedule
Current Ordinance 2017-22

Item Location Description Project Status
Pittsburg Avenue at Improve intersection operations which may include
1 |Richmond Parkway modification to traffic signal, additional turn lanes, or | Incomplete
Intersection Improvements |other safety improvements
Market Avenue Complete (Improvements to include pedestrian infrastructure
2 Streets Project between |and traffic/truck calming measures to create a Incomplete
Fred Jackson Way and pedestrian friendly environment conducive to all P
easterly AOB boundary |travel modes.
Fred Jackson Way !mprovements to mclu_de pedestrlan and bicycle
3 Complete Streets Project infrastructure and traffic/truck calming measures Incomplete
between Chesley Avenue and Parr Boulevard.
Parr Boulevard Complete Improvements to include pedestrian and bicycle
4 Streets Proiect P infrastructure between Richmond Parkway and Incomplete
) AT&SF railroad tracks.
: . Improvements to include pedestrian and bicycle
5 Brookside Dr|ve Complete infrastructure between Central Street and AT&SF Incomplete
Streets Project .
railroad tracks.
Truck route between Determine a bypass route for trucks to minimize
6 [Verde Avenue and Parr ; yp : ! Incomplete
truck traffic through the residential area.
Boulevard
_Clrculatlon and safety Improve circulation and safety to Verde Elementary
7  limprovements for Verde ; . ; Incomplete
School including a potential secondary access.
Elementary School
Safety improvements on Provide safety improvements to provide a roadway
Central Street, between )
8 . . that meets County standards and provides for Incomplete
Brookside Drive and bicycle and pedestrian safet
Pittsburgh Avenue Y P y-
. Improvements to include pedestrian and bicycle
9 Pittsburgh Avenue . infrastructure between Richmond Parkway and Fred | Incomplete
Complete Streets Project
Jackson Way.
Safety improvements on
Goodrick Avenue, . . .
Provide safety improvements to provide a roadway
between Parr Boulevard .
10 , |that meets County standards and provides for Incomplete
and AOB Boundary (550 bicycle and pedestrian safet
South of Richmond y P y-
Parkway)
Chesley Avenue Traffic  |Install traffic calming measures on Chesley Avenue
11 Incomplete

Calming Measures

to create a pedestrian friendly environment.

For more AOB information, visit http://www.cccounty.us/AOB
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North Richmond Area of Benefit Boundary
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Pacheco (West Concord) Area of Benefit

Proposed Project List Schedule
Pending Pacheco AOB update expected in 2021.

Item Location Description Project Status
nd .

Pacheco Boulevard and Muir Construct 2 ™ right turr_1 lane and . ,

1 Road reconstruct/relocate bike pedestrian and traffic Incomplete

signal improvements

Pacheco Boulevard and Improve traffic circulation improvements at the

2 intersection of Pacheco Boulevard and Center Incomplete
Center Avenue

Avenue

3 Pacheco Boulevard from Construct bike lanes from Arnold Drive to Muir Incomplete
Arnold Drive to Muir Road  |Road P
Pacheco Bpulevard and Construct traffic signal at intersection of Pacheco

4  |Carolos Drive/N. Buchanan c ve/ Ci Incomplete
Circle Boulevard and Carolos Drive/N. Buchanan Circle
Center Avenue from Pacheco Construct bike lanes on Center Avenue from

5 |Boulevard to Buchanan Field ; Incomplete
Road Pacheco Boulevard to Buchanan Field Road

6 Center Avenue from Berry Construct sidewalk on Center Avenue from Berry Incomplete
Drive to Marsh Drive Drive to Marsh Drive P
Marsh Drive frorr_1 Center Construct shoulders and bike lanes along Marsh

7  |Avenue to the bridge near the |~ . Incomplete

. ; Drive from Center Avenue to Iron Horse Trail

Iron Horse Regional Trail
Concord Avenue from Contra |Construct a shared-use path along Concord

8 |Costa Boulevard to the Iron  |Avenue starting near Contra Costa Boulevard to Incomplete
Horse Regional Trail the Iron Horse Regional Trail

For more AOB information, visit http://www.cccounty.us/AOB

E-17
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Richmond / El Sobrante Area of Benefit

Project List Schedule
Current Ordinance 91-27

ltem Location Description Project Status
1 |San Pablo Dam Road |Construct signal at Castro Ranch Rd Complete
2 |Appian Triangle Construct new intersection Complete
3 |San Pablo Dam Road ([Dual left turn lanes at Appian Way Complete
4 |Appian Way Construct signal at Manor Rd Complete
5 |San Pablo Dam Road |Construct signal at Milton Drive Complete
6 |Valley View Rd. Construct signal at May Rd Complete
7 |Appian Way Construct signal at Pebble Drive Incomplete
8 |Castro Ranch Road Widen from San Pablo Dam Rd to Olinda Rd Incomplete
9 [El Portal Widen from 1-80 to San Pablo Dam Rd Incomplete
10 |San Pablo Dam Road Construct middle turn lane from Appian Way to Castro Incomplete
Ranch Rd
11 |Appian Way Construct signal at Allview Ave Complete
12 |San Pablo Dam Road |Construct signal at Clark Rd Complete
13 |Appian Way g;r;?éruct ultimate improvements from Valley View Rd to Incomplete
14 |San Pablo Dam Rd. Construct improvements from Richmond to Appian Way | Incomplete
15 |San Pablo Dam Rd. Construct signal at Greenridge Drive Incomplete
. i improvements from Valley View Rd.
16 |Appian Way t%°§::“§;§g"gi§ 'gdp ovements from Valley View Rd Incomplete
17 |Appian Way Construct signal at La Paloma Rd Complete
18 [El Portal Construct signal at Barranca Incomplete

For more AOB information, visit http://www.cccounty.us/AOB
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Richmond / El Sobrante Area of Benefit Boundary
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South County Area of Benefit
Project List Schedule
Current Ordinance 96-27

Item Location Description Project Status
1 |Camino Tassajara Improve County portion to two lane rural highway Incomplete
standard
Various safety and capacity improvements, including a
2 |Crow Canyon Road truck climbing lane (Crow Canyon Incorporated into the | Incomplete

City of San Ramon)

For more AOB information, visit http://www.cccounty.us/AOB
South County Area of Benefit Boundary
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South Walnut Creek Area of Benefit
Project List Schedule
Current Ordinance 94-72

Iltem Location Description Project Status

1 | Olympic Boulevard \ Widen from Tice Valley Boulevard to | - 680 \ Complete

For more AOB information, visit http://www.cccounty.us/AOB

South Walnut Creek Area of Benefit Boundary
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West County Area

of Benefit

Proposed Project List Schedule
Pending West County AOB update expected in 2021

. _ Project
Item Location Description Status

Arlington Avenue, Intersection with Rincon Road |Intersection Safety

1 . Incomplete
and Kensington Road Improvements
Arlington Avenue, Intersection with Westminster |Intersection Safety

2 Incomplete
Avenue Improvements

3 |Arlington Avenue, Intersection with Sunset Drive Intersection Safety Incomplete

Improvements

Arlington Avenue, Intersection with Coventry Intersection Safety

4 Incomplete
Road Improvements
Arlington Avenue, Intersection with Amherst Intersection Safety

5 Incomplete
Avenue Improvements
Arlington Boulevard, Intersection with Vine Intersection Safety

6 ; Incomplete
Avenue and Highland Avenue Improvements
Pinole Valley Road, Between Pinole City Limits

7 and AOB boundary Safety Improvements Incomplete

8 Tara Hills Drive, Between San Pablo Avenue and |Pedestrian Safety Improvements Incomplete
Pinole City Limits and Traffic Calming P
San Pablo Avenue, Between Kay Road and .

9 ; L Bicycle Improvements Incomplete
Pinole City Limits
San Pablo Avenue, Between Eire Drive and the |Striped Pedestrian Crossing with

10 |-, Lo Incomplete
Pinole City Limits Beacons

11 Tara Hills Elementary School, Shannon Striped Pedestrian Crossing with Incomplete
Elementary School, Pinole Middle School Beacons P
San Pablo Dam Road, Between the top of the San

12 Safety Improvements Incomplete

Pablo Dam Reservoir and the AOB Boundary
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Appendix F: Road Maintenance and
Rehabilitation Account Information
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C.2

To: Board of Suneru Contra
o: oard of Supervisors C
osta
From: Brian M. Balbas, Public Works Director/Chief Engineer C ounty

Date: April 28,2020

Subject: FY 2020/2021 Road Maintenance and Rehabilitation Account Project List for Unincorporated Contra Costa
County.

RECOMMENDATION(S):

ADOPT Resolution No. 2020/121 approving a list of projects for Fiscal Year 2020/21
funded by Senate Bill 1 (SB1): The Road Repair and Accountability Act of 2017, Road
Maintenance and Rehabilitation Account funds, and DIRECT staff to submit the list to the
California Transportation Commission. (All Districts)

FISCAL IMPACT:
100% allocation to the Road Fund from Road Maintenance and Rehabilitation Account
program under Senate Bill 1 (SB1) in the approximate amount of $16.4 million.

BACKGROUND:

California cities and counties are seeing a significant influx of new revenue to invest in the
local street and road system from Senate Bill 1 (Beall and Frazier), a landmark
transportation funding package that was signed by Governor Brown on April 28, 2017. This
measure was in response to California’s significant funding shortfall to maintain the state’s
multimodal transportation network.

SB1 increased several taxes and fees to raise over $5 billion annually in new transportation

APPROVE | | OTHER

RECOMMENDATION OF CNTY ADMINISTRATOR |:| RECOMMENDATION OF BOARD COMMITTEE

Action of Board On:  04/28/2020 APPROVED AS RECOMMENDED | | OTHER

Clerks Notes:
VOTE OF SUPERVISORS

AYE! john Gioia, District I Supervisor

Candace Andersen, District 11

Supervisor I hereby certify that this is a true and correct copy of an action taken and entered on the minutes of the Board
Diane Burgis, District 11T of Supervisors on the date shown.

Supervisor ATTESTED: April 28,2020

I;E;Z?Vli\ggfh(’ff’ District IV David J. Twa, County Administrator and Clerk of the Board of Supervisors

Federal D. Glover, District V

Supervisor

By: June McHuen, Deputy

Contact: Nancy Wein,
925.313.2275

cc:



revenues. SB1 also includes inflationary adjustments in the revenue to local agencies so that
the purchasing power of the funds does not decrease as it has in the past. SB1 prioritizes
funding towards maintenance, rehabilitation and safety improvements on state highways,
local streets and roads, and bridges and to improve the state’s trade corridors, transit, and
active transportation facilities.

SB1 Funds were available to cities and counties starting in FY 2017/2018 and are comprised
of two parts - an increase in the annual gas tax revenue that local agencies have historically
been receiving and a new funding source called Road Maintenance and Rehabilitation
Account (RMRA) program funds. The California State Association of Counties (CSAC)
annually provides an estimate of the total gas tax revenues the County can expect to see
from transportation bill, including the total estimated revenue from RMRA program funds.
CSAC estimates the County will receive about $41.7 million in total transportation funding
for FY 20/21 from SB1, approximately double what the County received just a few years
ago. About $16.4 million of that amount is from the RMRA program. This amount will
continue to grow in future years with the built-in inflationary index.

SB1 emphasizes the importance of accountability and transparency in the delivery of
California’s transportation programs. Therefore, in order to be eligible for RMRA funding,



state statute requires cities and counties to provide basic RMRA project reporting to the
California Transportation Commission (CTC).

Prior to receiving an apportionment of RMRA funds from the State Controller in a fiscal
year, a city or county must submit to the CTC a list of projects proposed to be funded with
these funds. All projects proposed to receive funding must be reviewed and approved by the
applicable city council or county board of supervisors at a public meeting.

The list of projects must include a description and location of each proposed project, a
proposed schedule for the project’s completion, and the estimated useful life of the
improvement. The project list does not limit the flexibility of an eligible city or county to
fund projects in accordance with local needs and priorities so long as the projects are
consistent with RMRA priorities as outlined in the applicable code sections. Some example
projects and uses for RMRA funding include, but are not limited to the following:

¢ Road Maintenance and Rehabilitation

e Safety Projects

e Railroad Grade Separations

e Complete Streets Components (including active transportation purposes, pedestrian



and bicycle safety projects, transit facilities, and drainage and stormwater capture
projects in conjunction with any other allowable project)
e Traffic Control Devices

Streets and Highways Code Section 2030(b)(2) states that funds made available by the
program may also be used to satisfy a match requirement in order to obtain state or federal
funds for projects authorized by this subdivision.

Staff has developed a recommended list of projects the Board of Supervisors to consider for
submitting to CTC.

The following criteria will be used by staff when developing the current and future project
lists for RMRA funds:

e Eligibility criteria for RMRA funds

e Emergency storm damage projects that exceeded existing road fund revenue capacity
e Maintenance and rehabilitation priorities

e Roadway safety



e Expiring grants where local funds are necessary to complete the funding package

e Geographic equity

¢ Projects where expenditures had already occurred for design of the project and had
been shelved due to declining gas tax revenues

e Multi-modal benefits in accordance with the Board of Supervisor’s Complete Streets
policy

e Positive impact to Road Program performance metrics

e Clearing the queue of delayed projects that were a result of declining gas tax revenues

e Meeting customer expectations

With the passage of SB1, the County will now receive about $41.7 million in total
transportation funding in FY 20/21, with approximately $16.4 million of that amount from
the RMRA program. The County currently uses the majority of the Gas Tax funds towards
public roadway maintenance and repair for approximately 660 miles of the roadway
network in the unincorporated areas of Contra Costa County to ensure a safe and convenient
public travel in a variety of modes: driving, walking and bicycling. These funds are also
used to improve traffic safety throughout the County by using it as the local match to
leverage funds from state and federal grant programs.



The majority of the RMRA funds are designated for maintenance activities but the range of
proposed projects in future years is expected to broaden as the amount of RMRA funds
increases. It should be noted that project list below is a small subset of projects in overall
road program and only focuses on how the RMRA funds will be expended as required by
the Commission.



BACKGROUND: (CONT'D)
PROPOSED PROJECTS (Total RMRA = $16.4 million)

Proposed Project No. 1: Road Drainage Maintenance (RMRA = $1.2 million)-
Countywide

¢ Ditch Cleaning — This routine maintenance item is to perform drainage ditch
cleaning to remove debris and vegetation which may obstruct the passage of
stormwater and cause local flooding. (RMRA = $400,000) County Project No.:
0672-6U2303

e Clean Catch Basin — This routine maintenance item is to perform cleaning of
sediment and prevent obstructions of catch basins (drainage inlets) and related pipe
systems. The County has over twenty thousand catch basins throughout the
unincorporated portions of the County. (RMRA = $500,000) County Project No.:
0672-6U2308

e Inspect Catch Basin — This routine maintenance item is to perform inspections of
catch basins and associated systems. This includes a visual inspection of the
drainage inlet and any clean water inserts. Follow-up video inspections may be
required for deeper inlets and/or suspected structural issue concerning the inlets.
(RMRA = §300,000) County Project No.: 0672-6U2316

Proposed Project No.2: Traffic Safety Devices Maintenance (RMRA = $950.000) -
Countywide

e Traffic Signing — This routine maintenance item is to perform sign repair,
replacement, and installation along the unincorporated County roadways. (RMRA =
$450,000) County Project No.: 0672-6U2504

e Traffic Striping — This routine maintenance item 1s to perform new painting,
routine painting and replacement of pavement striping along the unincorporated
County roadways to enhance public safety. (RMRA = $500,000) County Project
No.: 0672-6U2505

Proposed Project No. 3: Pavement Repairs and Preparation (RMRA = $4.2 million)-

Countywide

e Pot Hole Patching — This routine maintenance item is to perform spot pavement
repairs of pot holes along the unincorporated County roadways to eliminate surface
hazards. (RMRA = §500,000) County Project No.: 0672-6U2101

e Pavement Fabric Patching — This routine maintenance item is to perform
pavement fabric patching along the unincorporated County roadways to correct
minor pavement defects and prevent further cracking. An area of existing damaged




asphalt will be removed and excavated to allow a fabric patch to be placed. The
roadway base will be compacted and leveled to support the new fabric layer and
asphalt layer. (RMRA = $500,000) County Project No.: 0672-6U2102

e Pavement Failure Repair - Backhoe — This routine maintenance item is to conduct
pavement failure repair along the unincorporated County roadways. This task
requires the removal of a larger area of cracked or damaged pavement with a
backhoe. The roadway base will be compacted and overlaid with new asphalt.
(RMRA = $500,000) County Project No.: 0672-6U2103

¢ Pull Box Paving — This is a roadway paving operation to place asphalt on localized
roadway depressions to provide a smooth riding surface for the motorized public
along the unincorporated County roadways. (RMRA = $525,000) County Project
No.: 0672-6U2104

e Hand Patching — This is similar to pot hole patching to conduct spot pavement
repairs along unincorporated County roadway, but on a smaller scale. (RMRA =
$500,000) County Project No.: 0672-6U2105

e Crack Sealing — This pavement preservation task is to seal cracks in the roadway.
Cracks are typically filled in to seal the roadway structural section from water
penetration. The goal is to prolong the service life of the pavement and/or prepare
the roadway surface for an overlay. (RMRA = $600,000) County Project No.:
0672-6U2106

e Leveling — This task is associated with leveling of large settlements, depressions,
surface irregularities and recent large pavement repairs. This is to provide a smooth
riding surface for the motorized public along unincorporated County roadways.
(RMRA = §475,000) County Project No.: 0672-6U2107

e Pavement Failure Repair — Grinder — This task is to remove badly cracked or
broken pavement. The roadway is then replaced with new asphalt and roadway base
rock. This task supports pavement preservation operations and also extends the
service life of the roadway pavement. (RMRA = $600,000) County Project No.:
0672-6U2123

Proposed Project No. 4: County-Wide Surface Treatments (RMRA = $6.9 million)

Countywide:

¢ Double Chip Seal Project (2019) — This project will apply a double chip seal to
various roads as a pavement preservation project in the unincorporated Contra Costa
County. Locations will include Orinda (Bear Creek Road), Franklin Canyon,
Knightsen/Brentwood, Bryon and San Ramon areas. Work will also include surface
preparation and pavement striping and markings. (RMRA = $2.200,000) County
Project No. 0672-6U2182




e Asphalt Rubber Cape Seal Project - The project will apply an asphalt rubber chip
seal covered with a type II slurry seal to various roadways in the El Sobrante, North
Richmond, and Alamo areas. Work will also include surface preparation and
pavement striping and markings. (RMRA = $4,750,000) County Project No.
0672-6U2184

Proposed Project No. 5: Kirker Pass Road Northbound Truck Lanes ($3.1 million)

e The project consists of pavement widening for a truck climbing lane with 8 foot
paved shoulders; relocation of HMA dike, concrete ditches, and other drainage
features; retaining wall construction; installation of signage and striping;
construction of two C.3 bioretention areas; relocation of existing roadside features,
and pavement rehabilitation on Kirker Pass Road which consists of 0.1 feet grind
and overlay of open grade rubberized hot mix asphalt (HMA). There are significant
roadway conforms at Hess Road due to change in grade. (RMRA = $3,100,000)
County Project No. 0662-6R4052

With the annual reporting requirement, the Department will begin strategizing how the
County can allocate the new funding to achieve the Road Program’s mission and improve
the program’s key performance metrics for safety, efficiency, reliability and accessibility.

CONSEQUENCE OF NEGATIVE ACTION:

If a project list 1s not approved by the Board of Supervisors and submitted to the CTC by
the May 1, 2020 deadline, the County will not be eligible to receive its portion of RMRA
funds and the projects listed above will not be constructed.

ATTACHMENTS
Resolution No. 2020/121
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Exhibit A

This Complete Streets Policy was adopted by Resolution No. 2016/374 by the Board of Supervisors of Contra Costa
County on July 12, 2016.

COMPLETE STREETS POLICY OF CONTRA COSTA COUNTY
A. Complete Streets Principles

1. Complete Streets Serving All Users. Contra Costa County expresses its commitment to creating and maintaining
Complete Streets that provide safe, comfortable, and convenient travel along and across rights-of-way (including
streets, roads, highways, bridges, paths, and other portions of the transportation system) through a comprehensive,
integrated transportation network that serves all categories of users, including pedestrians, bicyclists, persons with
disabilities, motorists, movers of commercial goods, users and operators of public transportation, seniors, children,
youth, students and families.

2. Context Sensitivity. In planning and implementing street projects, departments and agencies of Contra Costa
County shall maintain sensitivity to local conditions in both residential and business districts as well as urban,
suburban, and rural areas, and shall work with residents, merchants, school representatives, and other stakeholders to
ensure that a strong sense of place ensues. Improvements that will be considered include sidewalks, shared use
paths, separated bikeways/cycle tracks, bicycle lanes, bicycle routes, paved shoulders, street trees and landscaping,
planting strips, accessible curb ramps, crosswalks, refuge islands, pedestrian signals, signs, street furniture, bicycle
parking facilities, public transportation stops and facilities, transit priority signalization, traffic calming circles,
transit bulb outs, road diets and other features assisting in the provision of safe travel for all users and those features
and concepts identified in the Contra Costa County Complete Streets General Plan Amendment of April 2008.

3. Complete Streets Routinely Addressed by All Departments. All departments and agencies of Contra Costa
County shall work towards making Complete Streets practices a routine part of everyday operations, approach every
relevant project, program, and practice as an opportunity to improve streets and the transportation network for all
categories of users/modes, and work in coordination with other departments, agencies, and jurisdictions to maximize
opportunities for Complete Streets, connectivity, and cooperation. Example activities include, but are not necessarily
limited to the following: pavement resurfacing, restriping, accessing above and underground utilities, signalization
operations or modifications, maintenance of landscaping/related features, and shall exclude minor (catch basin
cleaning, sign replacement, pothole repair, etc.) maintenance and emergency repairs.

4. All Projects and Phases. Complete Streets infrastructure sufficient to enable reasonably safe travel along and
across the right of way for each category of users shall be incorporated into all planning, funding, design, approval,
and implementation processes for any construction, reconstruction, retrofit, maintenance, operations, alteration, or
repair of streets (including streets, roads, highways, bridges, and other portions of the transportation system), except
that specific infrastructure for a given category of users may be excluded if an exemption is approved via the process
set forth in section C.1 of this policy.

B. Implementation

1. Plan Consultation and Consistency. Maintenance, planning, and design of projects affecting the transportation
system shall be consistent with the Contra Costa County General Plan, as well as other applicable bicycle,
pedestrian, transit, multimodal, best practices, and other relevant documents. Where such consistency cannot be
achieved without negative consequences, consistency shall not be required if the head of the relevant departments,
or designees, provides written approval explaining the basis of such deviation.

2. Street Network/Connectivity. As feasible, and as opportunities arise, Contra Costa County shall incorporate
Complete Streets infrastructure into existing streets to improve the safety and convenience of users, with the
particular goal of creating a connected network of facilities accommodating each category of users, increasing
connectivity across jurisdictional boundaries, and for accommodating existing and anticipated future areas of travel
origination or destination. A well connected network should include non-motorized connectivity to schools, parks,
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commercial areas, civic destinations and regional non-motorized networks on both publically owned roads/land and
private developments (or redevelopment areas).

3. Countywide Bicycle Advisory Committee (CBAC) Consultation. The CBAC may review the design principles
used by staff to accommodate motor vehicle, bicycle, pedestrian, and transit modes of travel when reviewing
projects. The CBAC will be engaged early in the planning and design stage to provide an opportunity for comments
and recommendations regarding Complete Street features of major public transportation projects.

4. Evaluation. The County will establish a means to collect data and evaluate the implementation of complete
streets policies. For example tracking the number of miles of paths, bike lanes and sidewalks, numbers of street
crossings, signage etc.

C. Exceptions

1. Required Findings and Leadership Approval for Exemptions. Plans or projects that seek exemptions from
incorporating Complete Streets design principles must provide a written explanation of why accommodations for all
modes were not included in the project. An exemption may be granted by the Director of Public Works or Director
of Conservation and Development upon finding that inclusion of Complete Streets design principles are not possible
or appropriate under one or more of the following circumstances: 1) bicycles or pedestrians are not permitted on the
subject transportation facility pursuant to state or local laws; 2) inclusion of Complete Streets design principles
would result in a disproportionate cost to the project; 3) there is a documented absence of current and future need
and demand for Complete Streets design elements on the subject roadway; and, 4) one or more significant adverse
effects would outweigh the positive effects of implementing Complete Streets design elements. Plans or projects that
are granted exceptions must be made available for public review.
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THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF CONTRA COSTA COUNTY, CALIFORNIA
and for Special Districts, Agencies and Authorities Governed by the Board
Adopted this Resolution on 07/12/2016 by the following vote:

Candace Andersen
) Mary N. Piepho
AYE: 4 Karen Mitchoff -

Federal D. Glover
NO:
ABSENT: 1 John Gioia
ABSTAIN:

RECUSE:
Resolution No. 2016/374

Resolution of the Contra Costa County Board of Supervisors supporting the adoption of a Compiete Sireeis Policy, and
stating that the next substantial revision of Contra Costa County General Plan Transportation and Circulation Element
shall incorporate Complete Streets policies and principles consistent with the California Complete Streets Act of 2008
(AB 1358)

WHEREAS, the term “Complete Streets” describes a comprehensive, integrated transportation network with infrastructure and
design that allows safe and convenient travel along and across streets for all users, including pedestrians, bicyclists, persons with
disabilities, motorists, movers of commercial goods, users and operators of public transportation, seniors, children, youth,
students, and families;

WHEREAS, Contra Costa County acknowledges the benefits and value for the public health and welfarc of reducing vehicle
miles traveled and increasing transportation by walking, bicycling, and public transportation;

WHEREAS, Contra Costa County recognizes that the planning and coordinated development of Complete Streets infrastructure
provides benefits for local governments in the areas of infrastructure cost savings, public health, mobility diversification, and
environmental sustainability;

WHEREAS, the Statc of California has emphasized the importance of Complete Streets by enacting the California Complete
Streets Act of 2008 (also known as AB 1358), which requires that when cities or counties revise general plans, they identify how
they will provide for the mobility needs of all users of the roadways, as well as through Deputy Directive 64, in which the
California Department of Transportation explained that it “views all transportation improvements as opportunities to improve
safety, access, and mobility for all travelers in California and recognizes bicycle, pedestrian, and transit modes as integral
elements of the transportation system”;

WHEREAS, the California Global Warming Solutions Act of 2006 (known as AB 32) sets a mandate for the reduction of
greenhouse gas emissions in California, and the Sustainable Communities and Climate Protection Act of 2008 (known as SB
375) requires emissions reductions through coordinated regional planning that integrates transportation, housing, and land-use
policy, and achieving the goals of these laws will require significant increases in travel by public transit, bicycling, and walking;

WHEREAS, numerous California counties, cities, and agencies have adopted Complete Streets policies and legislation in order to
further the health, safety, welfare, economic vitality, and environmental wellbeing of their communities;

WHEREAS, the Contra Costa County General Plan establishes the Complete Streets philosophy by way of the April 2008

Complete Streets Amendments which accomplishes the following:

* Specifies that ‘all users’ includes pedestrians, bicyclists, transit vehicles and users, and motorists, of all ages and abilities.

= Aims to create a comprehensive, integrated, connected network.

* Recognizes the need for flexibility: that all streets are different and user needs will be balanced.
Is adoptable by all agencies to cover all roads.
Applies to both new and retrofit projects, including design, planning, maintenance, and operations, for the entire right of way
Makes any exceptions specific and sets a clear procedure that requires high-level approval of exceptions.

* Directs the use of the latest and best design standards.

* Directs that complete streets solutions fit in with context of the community.
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« Establishes performance standards with measurable outcomes.

WHEREAS, Contra Costa County therefore, in light of the foregoing benefits and considerations, wishes to further improve its
commitment to Complete Streets and desires that its streets form a comprehensive and integrated transportation network
promoting safe, equitable, and convenient travel for all users while preserving flexibility, recognizing community context, and
using the latest and best design guidelines and standards;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Supervisors of Contra Costa County, State of California, as follows:

1. That Contra Costa County adopts thc Complete Streets Policy attached hereto as Exhibit B, and made part of this Resolution,
and that said exhibit is hereby approved and adopted.

2. That the next substantial revision of the Contra Costa County General Plan Transportation and Circulation Element shall
incorporate Complete Streets policies and principles consistent with the California Complete Streets Act of 2008 (AB 1358) and

with the Complete Streets Policy adopted by this resolution.

1 hereby certify that this is a true and correct copy of an action taken and entered on the minutes of the Board of Supervisors on the date shown.

John Cunningh 674-7833 ATTESTED: July 12,2016 "
Contact: John unningham, - David J. Twa, County Administrator and Clerk of the Board of Super

By: Stacey M. Boyd,

cc: Steve Kowalewski, Mary Halle, Will Nelson, Maureen Tom:
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D.6

Contra
To:  Board of Supervisors Costa
From: Anna Roth, Health Services Director C ou nty

Date: July 28,2020

Subject: CONSIDER adopting Ordinance No. 2020-21, an urgency ordinance establishing administrative fines for violations of
public health orders pertaining to t

RECOMMENDATION(S):
CONSIDER adopting Ordinance No. 2020-21, an urgency ordinance establishing administrative fines for
violations of public health orders pertaining to the COVID-19 pandemic.

FISCAL IMPACT:

Although adopting the ordinance has no fiscal impact by itself, the change in County policy that it affects
will have an impact that is unlikely to be covered by the established fines. The administrative and
programmatic costs of establishing enforcement officers will be dependent upon the level of enforcement
with public health orders, the cost of hearing officers, and the cost of likely appeals to the Superior Court.

BACKGROUND:

On July 14, 2020, the Board of Supervisors directed staff to prepare an ordinance that would establish
administrative fines for violations of public health orders pertaining to the COVID-19 pandemic. The Board
determined the ordinance is necessary to augment the ability of the County and other local agencies to
ensure compliance with public health orders and combat the spread of COVID-19.

Attached to

APPROVE | | OTHER

RECOMMENDATION OF CNTY ADMINISTRATOR |:| RECOMMENDATION OF BOARD COMMITTEE

Action of Board On:  07/28/2020 APPROVED AS RECOMMENDED |:| OTHER

Clerks Notes:
VOTE OF SUPERVISORS

AYE: johp Gioia, District I Supervisor

Candace Andersen, District IT

Supervisor I hereby certify that this is a true and correct copy of an action taken and entered on the minutes of the Board

. R L of Supervisors on the date shown.
Diane Burgis, District 11T

Supervisor ATTESTED: July 28,2020

ls<aren Mitchoff, District IV David J. Twa, County Administrator and Clerk of the Board of Supervisors
upervisor

Federal D. Glover, District V
Supervisor

By: June McHuen, Deputy

Contact: Randy Sawyer,
925-335-3210

cc: Randy Sawyer, Marcy Wilhelm



BACKGR: D: NT'D

this Board order is an urgency ordinance, Ordinance No. 2020-21, that establishes administrative fines
for violations of health orders issued by the County’s Public Health Officer and the State Public Health
Officer. The ordinance authorizes administrative fines for violations of public health orders involving
both non-commercial and commercial activities. For health order violations involving non-commercial
activities, the amount of the fine is $100 for a first violation, $200 for a second violation, and $500 for
each additional violation within one year of the initial violation. For violations involving commercial
activity, the amount of the fine is $250 for a first violation, $500 for a second violation, and $1,000 for
each additional violation within one year of the initial violation. If a violation continues for more than
one day, each day is a separate violation.

The ordinance authorizes enforcement officers designated by the Director of Health Services, the
Director of Conservation and Development, and the Sheriff to enforce the ordinance. Because Public
Health Officer orders apply countywide, this ordinance also applies countywide under Government Code
section 8634. The ordinance may be enforced in cities and special districts by officials designated by
those agencies to enforce the ordinance.

The ordinance authorizes enforcement officers to impose a fine by issuing a Notice of Fine to a person or
business in violation of a public health order. Before issuing a Notice of Fine, an enforcement officer can
first issue a Notice of Violation, which gives a person or business up to two days to correct a violation. If
the violation is not corrected, the enforcement officer can then issue a Notice of Fine. In cases where the
enforcement officer determines that issuing a Notice of Violation is unnecessary or ineffective, the
enforcement officer can immediately issue a Notice of Fine. If a person or business is issued a Notice of
Fine, the fine can be paid or appealed. An appeal is heard by a hearing officer established or appointed
by the agency issuing the Notice of Fine.

CLERK'S ADDENDUM

Speakers: Karen, resident of Contra Costa; Shawna Gavin, Brentwood; Daniel, resident of
Concord;Savanna Sharp; Dave Sutton; Nora, resident of Antioch; Danielle Besema, resident of Concord;
County Resident; County Resident (2); Debra Thompson; County Resident (3); County Resident (4);
Resident of Pinole; Edith Halderen, resident of Richmond; California resident; Denise Pursche; County
Resident (5); Barry, resident of Contra Costa.

AGENDA ATTACHMENTS
Ordinance No. 20-21
MINUTES ATTACHMENTS
Signed Ordinance 2020-21




ORDINANCE NO. 2020-21

AN URGENCY ORDINANCE ESTABLISHING ADMINISTRATIVE FINES FOR

VIOLATIONS OF PUBLIC HEALTH ORDERS
PERTAINING TO THE COVID-19 PANDEMIC

The Contra Costa County Board of Supervisors ordains as follows:

Section 1. Findings.

A

On January 30, 2020, the World Health Organization declared the outbreak of a novel
coronavirus that causes the disease named coronavirus disease 2019 (“COVID-19”), a
public health emergency of international concern.

On January 31, 2020, as the result of confirmed cases of COVID-19, the U.S. Secretary
of Health and Human Services declared a public health emergency nationwide.

On March 3, 2020, Contra Costa Health Services announced the first case of local
transmission of the virus causing COVID-19 in Contra Costa County.

On March 4, 2020, Governor Gavin Newsom proclaimed the existence of a state of
emergency in California under the California Emergency Services Act (Gov. Code, §
8550 et seq.).

On March 10, 2020, the Board of Supervisors found that due to the introduction of
COVID-19 in the County, conditions of disaster or extreme peril to the safety of persons
and property had arisen, commencing on March 3, 2020. Based on these conditions,
under Government Code section 8630, the Board adopted Resolution No. 2020/92,
proclaiming the existence of a local emergency throughout the County.

The legislative bodies of a number of cities in Contra Costa County have also adopted
local emergency proclamations due to COVID-19 under Government Code section 8630.

On March 16, 2020, the County Health Officer issued an order requiring County
residents to shelter at their places of residence in order to slow community transmission
of COVID-19, subject to exceptions for the provision and receipt of essential services
while complying with social distancing requirements to the maximum extent possible.
The County Health Officer extended the order on March 31, 2020, and on April 29, 2020.

On March 19, 2020, the State Public Health Officer issued an order directing all
individuals living in California to stay at home except as needed to facilitate authorized,
necessary activities or to maintain the continuity of operations of critical infrastructure
sectors.

On May 7, 2020, the State Public Health Officer announced that statewide data supported
the gradual modification of the statewide stay at home order to allow more businesses
that had been closed to reopen.
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On May 18, 2020, the County Health Officer extended the shelter-in-place order,
continuing restrictions on many activity, travel, and business functions but allowing a
limited number of additional businesses to resume operating. On June 2, June 5, and
June 16, 2020, the County Health Officer issued orders allowing additional businesses to
resume operating.

Since May, the statewide data has demonstrated a significant increase in the spread of
COVID-19, resulting in public health conditions that demand measures responsive to
those conditions.

On July 11, 2020, the County Health Officer issued an order increasing restrictions on
certain businesses and activities that were previously cleared for operation, because they
present a high risk for disease transmission due to prolonged contact between persons at
those businesses and activities.

On July 13, 2020, the State Public Health Officer issued an order requiring counties on
the state’s County Monitoring List to close certain businesses that had been allowed to
reopen to close again. Contra Costa County is on the state’s County Monitoring List.

Violations of public health orders related to the control of the spread of COVID-19
present an immediate threat to the public peace, health, and safety, as described in
Government Code section 25123(d), in that violations of the orders increase the
likelihood that COVID-19 will continue spreading, overwhelming health care systems
and leading to injury and death that might otherwise be substantially reduced through
adherence to public health orders.

Given the significant increase in the spread of COVID-19 since May and the speed with
which the virus can move through communities, the adoption of this urgency ordinance is
necessary to provide an alternative to criminal enforcement of public health orders that
will augment the ability of local agencies to ensure compliance with public health orders
and combat the spread of COVID-109.

There is an urgent need for the County to authorize the imposition of administrative fines
for violations of public health orders in light of the emergency declared regarding the
COVID-19 pandemic.

Section 2. Applicability and Authorization.

(@)

(b)

(©)

This ordinance provides for administrative fines, enforcement, and collection remedies to
address any violation of a Public Health Order, as defined in Section 3.

Remedies under this ordinance are in addition to any other remedy allowed by applicable
law.

This ordinance is authorized by Government Code sections 8634 and 53069.4.

Section 3. Definitions. For purposes of this ordinance, the following words and phrases have
the following meanings:
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(@)

(b)

(©)

“Enforcement Officer” means the following officials and their designees:

1) County Director of Health Services.
@) County Director of Conservation and Development.
3) County Sheriff.

4 Any official designated by a city council or city manager, or by a special district
board of directors or general manager, to enforce this ordinance in that
jurisdiction.

“Public Health Order” means any order issued by the County Public Health Officer under
authority granted by state law and any order issued by the State Public Health Officer.

“Responsible Party” means an individual or legal entity, or the agent of the individual or
legal entity, whose act or failure to act violated a Public Health Order, including, without
limitation, any person or entity that causes, maintains, permits, or allows a violation of
this ordinance; any person or entity that owns, possesses, or controls any parcel of real
property in the County where a violation of this ordinance is maintained; or any person or
entity that owns, possesses, operates, manages, or controls any business within the
County that is responsible for causing or maintaining a violation of this ordinance.

Section 4. Adoption of Public Health Orders as County Law.

Persons in the County shall comply with all applicable requirements in all currently effective
Public Health Orders. A violation of a Public Health Order is a violation of this ordinance.

Section 5. Administrative Fines.

(@)

(b)

(©)

A Responsible Party that violates this ordinance may be issued a Notice of Fine by an
Enforcement Officer.

If an Enforcement Officer determines that a violation of this ordinance occurred, the
Enforcement Officer may issue a Notice of Violation to the Responsible Party that
provides up to two days to correct the violation. If the Responsible Party receiving the
Notice of Violation does not correct the violation in the time specified in the Notice of
Violation, the Enforcement Officer may then issue a Notice of Fine. This section does
not prevent an Enforcement Office from issuing a Notice of Fine without previously
issuing a Notice of Violation when, in the Enforcement Officer’s sole discretion, the
circumstances of the violation make the Notice of Violation unnecessary or ineffective.

A Notice of Violation and a Notice of Fine will include the following information:
1) The date of the violation.

@) The address or other description of the location where the violation occurred.
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(d)

(€)

3 The Public Health Order violated and a description of the violation.

4 If a Notice of Violation orders the correction of a violation, a description in the
Notice of Violation of how the violation can be corrected.

(5) The amount of the fine.

(6) An advisement of the right to request a hearing to appeal the fine and instructions
for filing a request for hearing.

An administrative fine will be assessed by means of a Notice of Fine. The amounts of the
fines imposed pursuant to this ordinance are as follows:

1) For violations involving non-commercial activity, the amount of the fine will be
$100 for a first violation, $200 for a second violation, and $500 for each
additional violation within one year of the initial violation.

2 For violations involving commercial activity, the amount of the fine will be $250
for a first violation, $500 for a second violation, and $1,000 for each additional
violation within one year of the initial violation.

Acts, omissions, or conditions in violation of this ordinance that continue, exist, or occur
on more than one day constitute separate violations and offenses on each day.

Section 6. Hearings.

(@)

(b)

(©)

(d)

A Responsible Party upon whom an administrative fine is imposed may appeal the fine
pursuant to the procedures set forth in this section. The appellant must file a written
appeal within 10 days after the service date of the Notice of Fine. The written appeal
must contain:

1) A brief statement setting forth the interest the Responsible Party has in the matter
relating to the imposition of the fine; and

2 A Dbrief statement of the material facts that the Responsible Party claims supports
the contention that no fine should be imposed or that a fine of a different amount
IS warranted.

Notice of the appeal hearing will be served as specified in Section 10 and will set the
time and location of the appeal hearing.

An appeal of an administrative fine will be heard by a hearing officer established or
appointed by the agency issuing the Notice of Fine.

At the hearing, the Responsible Party will be given the opportunity to testify and to
present evidence.
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(e) After considering the testimony and evidence submitted at the hearing, or after the
appellant has failed to appear at the hearing, the hearing officer will issue a written
decision to uphold, modify, or cancel the administrative fine and will list in the decision
the reason or reasons for that decision. The decision will be served as specified in
Section 10.

Section 7. Final Order. The imposition of the administrative fine becomes a final
administrative order at one of the following times:

@) On the date that service of the Notice of Fine is complete, if the Responsible Party fails to
file a written appeal within the time specified.

(b) On the date that service of the hearing officer’s written decision is complete, if the appeal
was timely filed.

Section 8. Payment of the Fine. The administrative fine is effective and due immediately upon
issuance of the Notice of Fine. The Responsible Party has 30 days after the administrative fine
becomes a final administrative order to pay the fine to the agency issuing the Notice of Fine.
Payment of a fine under this ordinance does not excuse or discharge any continuation or repeated
occurrence of the violation that is the subject of the Notice of Fine. The payment of a fine does
not bar any other enforcement action regarding a violation that is not corrected.

Section 9. Collection. If the fine is not paid within 30 days after the imposition of the fine
becomes a final administrative order, the County may collect the fine, the County’s collection
costs, and interest. An administrative fine accrues interest at the same annual rate as any civil
judgment, beginning on the 20th day after the fine becomes a final administrative order. The
County may collect by using any available legal means, including but not limited to a civil action
or other actions as are allowed for enforcement of a civil judgment pursuant to the Enforcement
of Judgment Law, California Code of Civil Procedure section 680.010 et seq.

Section 10. Service.

@ All notices or decisions required to be served by this ordinance will be served by one or
more of the following methods.

1) By personal service.

@) By posting and mailing, if the violation occurred on real property known to the
Enforcement Officer to be owned, possessed, or controlled by the Responsible
Party. Posting of the notice or decision will be conspicuously on or in front of the
property. If the property has no frontage, posting will be on the portion of the
property nearest to a street, highway, or road, or most likely to give actual notice
to the owner. The notice or decision will also be mailed by overnight mail,
postage prepaid, to the address at which the notice or decision was posted, or to
any other mailing address of the Responsible Party that is known to the
Enforcement Officer.
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3 By mailing to a mailing address of the Responsible Party that is known to the
Enforcement Officer, if personal service or posting is impracticable.

(b) Service is complete at the time of personal service, one day after posting and mailing the
notice or decision, or five days after service by mail alone. The failure of a Responsible
Party to receive a properly addressed service shall not affect the validity of the
proceedings.

Section 11. Judicial Review. A final administrative order may be appealed to the Superior
Court of Contra Costa County in accordance with the provisions set forth in Government Code
section 53069.4.

Section 12. Severability. If any provision or clause of this ordinance or the application thereof
to any person or circumstances is held to be unconstitutional or to be otherwise invalid by any
court of competent jurisdiction, such invalidity shall not affect other ordinance provisions or
clauses or applications thereof that can be implemented without the invalid provision or clause or
application, and to this end the provisions and clauses are declared to be severable. The Board of
Supervisors hereby declares that it would have adopted this ordinance and each provision thereof
irrespective of whether any one or more provisions are found invalid, unconstitutional, or
otherwise unenforceable.

Section 13. Declaration of Urgency. This ordinance is hereby declared to be an urgency
ordinance necessary for the immediate preservation of the public peace, health, and safety of the
County. The facts constituting the urgency of this ordinance’s adoption are set forth in

Section 1.

Section 14. Effective Date. This ordinance becomes effective immediately upon passage by
four-fifths vote of the Board of Supervisors. This ordinance shall expire and be repealed as of
the termination of the local emergency proclaimed in response to the COVID-19 pandemic.

Section 15. Publication. Within 15 days after passage, this ordinance shall be published once
with the names of the supervisors voting for and against it in the East Bay Times, a newspaper
published in this County.

PASSED ON July 28, 2020, by the following vote:

AYES:
NOES:
ABSENT:
ABSTAIN:

ATTEST: DAVID J. TWA,
Clerk of the Board of Supervisors Board Chair
and County Administrator

By: [SEAL]
Deputy

H:\2020\Covid 19\administrative penalties\urgency ordinance - admin penalties - final.docx
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ORDINANCE NO. 2020-21

AN URGENCY ORDINANCE ESTABLISHING ADMINISTRATIVE FINES FOR

VIOLATIONS OF PUBLIC HEALTH ORDERS
PERTAINING TO THE COVID-19 PANDEMIC

The Contra Costa County Board of Supervisors ordains as follows:

Section 1. Findings.

A.

On January 30, 2020, the World Health Organization declared the outbreak of a novel
coronavirus that causes the disease named coronavirus disease 2019 (“COVID-19”), a
public health emergency of international concern.

On January 31, 2020, as the result of confirmed cases of COVID-19, the U.S. Secretary
of Health and Human Services declared a public health emergency nationwide.

On March 3, 2020, Contra Costa Health Services announced the first case of local
transmission of the virus causing COVID-19 in Contra Costa County.

On March 4, 2020, Governor Gavin Newsom proclaimed the existence of a state of
emergency in California under the California Emergency Services Act (Gov. Code, §
8550 et seq.).

On March 10, 2020, the Board of Supervisors found that due to the introduction of
COVID-19 in the County, conditions of disaster or extreme peril to the safety of persons
and property had arisen, commencing on March 3, 2020. Based on these conditions,
under Government Code section 8630, the Board adopted Resolution No. 2020/92,
proclaiming the existence of a local emergency throughout the County.

The legislative bodies of a number of cities in Contra Costa County have also adopted
local emergency proclamations due to COVID-19 under Government Code section 8630.

On March 16, 2020, the County Health Officer issued an order requiring County
residents to shelter at their places of residence in order to slow community transmission
of COVID-19, subject to exceptions for the provision and receipt of essential services
while complying with social distancing requirements to the maximum extent possible.
The County Health Officer extended the order on March 31, 2020, and on April 29, 2020.

On March 19, 2020, the State Public Health Officer issued an order directing all
individuals living in California to stay at home except as needed to facilitate authorized,
necessary activities or to maintain the continuity of operations of critical infrastructure
sectors.

On May 7, 2020, the State Public Health Officer announced that statewide data supported
the gradual modification of the statewide stay at home order to allow more businesses
that had been closed to reopen.

ORDINANCE NO. 2020-21
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On May 18, 2020, the County Health Officer extended the shelter-in-place order,
continuing restrictions on many activity, travel, and business functions but allowing a
limited number of additional businesses to resume operating. On June 2, June 5, and
June 16, 2020, the County Health Officer issued orders allowing additional businesses to
resume operating.

Since May, the statewide data has demonstrated a significant increase in the spread of
COVID-19, resulting in public health conditions that demand measures responsive to
those conditions.

On July 11, 2020, the County Health Officer issued an order increasing restrictions on
certain businesses and activities that were previously cleared for operation, because they
present a high risk for disease transmission due to prolonged contact between persons at
those businesses and activities.

On July 13, 2020, the State Public Health Officer issued an order requiring counties on
the state’s County Monitoring List to close certain businesses that had been allowed to
reopen to close again. Contra Costa County is on the state’s County Monitoring List.

Violations of public health orders related to the control of the spread of COVID-19
present an immediate threat to the public peace, health, and safety, as described in
Government Code section 25123(d), in that violations of the orders increase the
likelihood that COVID-19 will continue spreading, overwhelming health care systems
and leading to injury and death that might otherwise be substantially reduced through
adherence to public health orders.

Given the significant increase in the spread of COVID-19 since May and the speed with
which the virus can move through communities, the adoption of this urgency ordinance is
necessary to provide an alternative to criminal enforcement of public health orders that
will augment the ability of local agencies to ensure compliance with public health orders
and combat the spread of COVID-19.

There is an urgent need for the County to authorize the imposition of administrative fines
for violations of public health orders in light of the emergency declared regarding the
COVID-19 pandemic.

Section 2. Applicability and Authorization.

(@)

(b)

©

This ordinance provides for administrative fines, enforcement, and collection remedies to
address any violation of a Public Health Order, as defined in Section 3.

Remedies under this ordinance are in addition to any other remedy allowed by applicable
law.

This ordinance is authorized by Government Code sections 8634 and 53069.4.

Section 3. Definitions. For purposes of this ordinance, the following words and phrases have
the following meanings:

ORDINANCE NO. 2020-21
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(2)

(b

“Enforcement Officer” means the following officials and their designees:

€)) County Director of Health Services.
2) County Director of Conservation and Development.
3) County Sheriff.

(4)  Any official designated by a city council or city manager, or by a special district
board of directors or general manager, to enforce this ordinance in that
jurisdiction.

“Public Health Order” means any order issued by the County Public Health Officer under
authority granted by state law and any order issued by the State Public Health Officer.

“Responsible Party” means an individual or legal entity, or the agent of the individual or
legal entity, whose act or failure to act violated a Public Health Order, including, without
limitation, any person or entity that causes, maintains, permits, or allows a violation of
this ordinance; any person or entity that owns, possesses, or controls any parcel of real
property in the County where a violation of this ordinance is maintained; or any person or
entity that owns, possesses, operates, manages, or controls any business within the
County that is responsible for causing or maintaining a violation of this ordinance.

Section 4. Adoption of Public Health Orders as County Law.

Persons in the County shall comply with all applicable requirements in all currently effective
Public Health Orders. A violation of a Public Health Order is a violation of this ordinance.

Section 5. Administrative Fines.

(a)

(b)

(c)

A Responsible Party that violates this ordinance may be issued a Notice of Fine by an
Enforcement Officer.

If an Enforcement Officer determines that a violation of this ordinance occurred, the
Enforcement Officer may issue a Notice of Violation to the Responsible Party that
provides up to two days to correct the violation. If the Responsible Party receiving the
Notice of Violation does not correct the violation in the time specified in the Notice of
Violation, the Enforcement Officer may then issue a Notice of Fine. This section does
not prevent an Enforcement Office from issuing a Notice of Fine without previously
issuing a Notice of Violation when, in the Enforcement Officer’s sole discretion, the -
circumstances of the violation make the Notice of Violation unnecessary or ineffective.

A Notice of Violation and a Notice of Fine will include the following information:

(1)  The date of the violation.

(2)  The address or other description of the location where the violation occurred.

ORDINANCE NO. 2020-21
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(d)

(e)

3) The Public Health Order violated and a description of the violation.

(4)  If aNotice of Violation orders the correction of a violation, a description in the
Notice of Violation of how the violation can be corrected.

&)} The amount of the fine.

(6)  An advisement of the right to request a hearing to appeal the fine and instructions
for filing a request for hearing.

An administrative fine will be assessed by means of a Notice of Fine. The amounts of the
fines imposed pursuant to this ordinance are as follows:

1) For violations involving non-commercial activity, the amount of the fine will be
$100 for a first violation, $200 for a second violation, and $500 for each
additional violation within one year of the initial violation.

(2)  For violations involving commercial activity, the amount of the fine will be $250
for a first violation, $500 for a second violation, and $1,000 for each additional
violation within one year of the initial violation.

Acts, omissions, or conditions in violation of this ordinance that continue, exist, or occur
on more than one day constitute separate violations and offenses on each day.

Section 6. Hearings.

(a)

(b)

©

@

A Responsible Party upon whom an administrative fine is imposed may appeal the fine
pursuant to the procedures set forth in this section. The appellant must file a written
appeal within 10 days after the service date of the Notice of Fine. The written appeal
must contain:

) A brief statement setting forth the interest the Responsible Party has in the matter
relating to the imposition of the fine; and

2) A brief statement of the material facts that the Responsible Party claims supports
the contention that no fine should be imposed or that a fine of a different amount
is warranted.

Notice of the appeal hearing will be served as specified in Section 10 and will set the
time and location of the appeal hearing.

An appeal of an administrative fine will be heard by a hearing officer established or
appointed by the agency issuing the Notice of Fine.

At the hearing, the Responsible Party will be given the opportunity to testify and to
present evidence.
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(e) After considering the testimony and evidence submitted at the hearing, or after the
appellant has failed to appear at the hearing, the hearing officer will issue a written
decision to uphold, modify, or cancel the administrative fine and will list in the decision
the reason or reasons for that decision. The decision will be served as specified in
Section 10. '

Section 7. Final Order. The imposition of the administrative fine becomes a final
administrative order at one of the following times:

(a) On the date that service of the Notice of Fine is complete, if the Responsible Party fails to
file a written appeal within the time specified.

(b)  On the date that service of the hearing officer’s written decision is complete, if the appeal
was timely filed.

Section 8. Payment of the Fine. The administrative fine is effective and due immediately upon
issuance of the Notice of Fine. The Responsible Party has 30 days after the administrative fine
becomes a final administrative order to pay the fine to the agency issuing the Notice of Fine.
Payment of a fine under this ordinance does not excuse or discharge any continuation or repeated
occurrence of the violation that is the subject of the Notice of Fine. The payment of a fine does
not bar any other enforcement action regarding a violation that is not corrected.

Section 9. Collection. If the fine is not paid within 30 days after the imposition of the fine
becomes a final administrative order, the County may collect the fine, the County’s collection
costs, and interest. An administrative fine accrues interest at the same annual rate as any civil
judgment, beginning on the 20th day after the fine becomes a final administrative order. The
County may collect by using any available legal means, including but not limited to a civil action
or other actions as are allowed for enforcement of a civil judgment pursuant to the Enforcement
of Judgment Law, California Code of Civil Procedure section 680.010 et seq.

Section 10. Service.

(a) All notices or decisions required to be served by this ordinance will be served by one or
more of the following methods.

(1) By personal service.

(2) By posting and mailing, if the violation occurred on real property known to the
Enforcement Officer to be owned, possessed, or controlled by the Responsible
Party. Posting of the notice or decision will be conspicuously on or in front of the
property. If the property has no frontage, posting will be on the portion of the
property nearest to a street, highway, or road, or most likely to give actual notice
to the owner. The notice or decision will also be mailed by overnight mail,
postage prepaid, to the address at which the notice or decision was posted, or to
any other mailing address of the Responsible Party that is known to the
Enforcement Officer.
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(3) By mailing to a mailing address of the Responsible Party that is known to the
Enforcement Officer, if personal service or posting is impracticable.

(b) Service is complete at the time of personal service, one day after posting and mailing the
notice or decision, or five days after service by mail alone. The failure of a Responsible
Party to receive a properly addressed service shall not affect the validity of the
proceedings.

Section 11. Judicial Review. A final administrative order may be appealed to the Superior
Court of Contra Costa County in accordance with the provisions set forth in Government Code
section 53069.4.

Section 12. Severability. If any provision or clause of this ordinance or the application thereof
to any person or circumstances is held to be unconstitutional or to be otherwise invalid by any
court of competent jurisdiction, such invalidity shall not affect other ordinance provisions or
clauses or applications thereof that can be implemented without the invalid provision or clause or
application, and to this end the provisions and clauses are declared to be severable. The Board of
Supervisors hereby declares that it would have adopted this ordinance and each provision thereof
irrespective of whether any one or more provisions are found invalid, unconstitutional, or
otherwise unenforceable.

Section 13. Declaration of Urgency. This ordinance is hereby declared to be an urgency
ordinance necessary for the immediate preservation of the public peace, health, and safety of the
County. The facts constituting the urgency of this ordinance’s adoption are set forth in

Section 1.

Section 14. Effective Date. This ordinance becomes effective immediately upon passage by
four-fifths vote of the Board of Supervisors. This ordinance shall expire and be repealed as of
the termination of the local emergency proclaimed in response to the COVID-19 pandemic.

Section 15. Publication. Within 15 days after passage, this ordinance shall be published once
with the names of the supervisors voting for and against it in the East Bay Times, a newspaper
published in this County.

PASSED ON July 28, 2020, by the following vote:

AYES: John Gioia, Candace Andersen, Diane Burgis, Karen Mitchoff, Federal Glover
NOES: None
ABSENT: None
ABSTAIN: None

ATTEST: DAVID J. TWA,
Clerk of the Board of Supervisors
and Coupxy Administrator

/ 12 Y [SEAL]
;ﬂ Clerk June McHuen

Board Ch#ir Candace Andersen

By:
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D.7

Contra
To:  Board of Supervisors Costa
From: Cou nty

Date: July 28,2020

Subject: Update on COVID-19

RECOMMENDATION(S):
CONSIDER update on COVID 19; and PROVIDE direction to staff.

1. Health Department - Anna Roth, Director and Dr. Farnitano, Health Officer

FISCAL IMPACT:
Administrative reports with no specific fiscal impact.

BACKGROUND:
The Health Services Department has established a website dedicated to COVID-19, including daily
updates. The site is located at: https://www.coronavirus.cchealth.org/

APPROVE | | OTHER

RECOMMENDATION OF CNTY ADMINISTRATOR |:| RECOMMENDATION OF BOARD COMMITTEE

Action of Board On:  07/28/2020 APPROVED AS RECOMMENDED |:| OTHER

Clerks Notes:
VOTE OF I hereby certify that this is a true and correct copy of an action taken and entered on the minutes of the Board of
SUPERVISORS Supervisors on the date shown.

ATTESTED: July 28,2020

, County Administrator and Clerk of the Board of Supervisors
Contact: David Twa

By:, Deputy

cc:


https://gcc01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.coronavirus.cchealth.org%2F&data=02%7C01%7CLisa.Driscoll%40cao.cccounty.us%7C196709847f304ef8148008d7c781c2da%7C76c13a07612f4e06a2f4783d69dc4cdb%7C0%7C0%7C637197232447061894&sdata=h2EmZ00wvTm5rSZRAEkmrpueZZRFafaLkN4Orqn4U1o%3D&reserved=0

CLERK'S ADDENDUM

As of today the state of California is reporting 466,550 confirmed cases of Covid-19, with 8800
deaths. Contra Costa County currently has 7304 CASES, an increase of 1886 cases in two weeks. Sadly,
we have lost 108 people to the virus. Intensive Care Unit (ICU) utilization is at 74% of which 40 of the
beds are Covid-19 cases. Of the 931 people in the hospital, 105 are Covid-19 cases.

The state has implemented a monitoring list for counties using various metrics, such as increase in
active cases or number of hospitalizations. Contra Costa has on the monitoring list since July oth
because of the percentage of people testing positive. On July 18, 2020 there were 189 cases positive per
100,000 people. As of yesterday It was 109 per 100,000. So from slightly over 8% decreasing to just
under 8%. The goal is 5% or lower.

Contra Costa has a total of 1600 hospital beds with a surge plan in place. We have 4 people hospitalized
in our county who are residents elsewhere, and 16 Contra Costa residents in a different county’s
hospital. Not all hospitals have been reporting consistently so those numbers may be higher.

Approximately 70% of the fatalities have been amongst those who are living in long-term care facilities,
most of whom have been quarantined since March. This is a clear indicator of community spread — the
virus is coming in to them, they have not been outside.

We are working diligently to prevent the spread in these facilities but we know there is very high risk as
long as community spread is happening. The County is currently following 27 outbreaks in those type of
facilities.

Statistics indicate the virus is still disproportionately impacting low-income communities, and
communities of color. The data on the County website is being refined to be more clear. Neo-natal ICU
beds cannot be converted for adult use so those will be removed from the count of ICU beds available.

On July 15th the Federal Government mandated that the hospital data that historically been reported to
the CDC is now being reported to the National Health and Human Services. This has resulted in reporting
delays and tracking of hospitalizations. Therefore some of the data points and graphs on our website
have not been updated. It is not known how long this transition will impact our data.

As reflected nationwide, the County is struggling to get testing results back in a timely manner. At this
time it can take as long as two weeks or longer to receive the results, especially those in the
asymptomatic category. The County’s public health lab can process a small number of tests with rapid
turnaround for hospital patients with symptoms but that is only a fraction of the testing that is needed.
Slow testing has become a nationwide crisis that hampers containment of the virus and contact tracing
efforts. This is mostly a result of a nationwide surge in cases as well as a local surge. The County has
been relying heavily on large commercial labs and the massive surge in testing demands from Arizona,
Texas and Florida are impacting their ability to serve our local area. Another challenge to testing is still
shortages of supplies such as reagents to complete the tests.

The shelter in place in March and April was quite effective in flattening the curve, of flattening the
curve. But that came at tremendous cost. No one wants to return to that so we are focusing our strategy
on social distancing, hand washing, masking, and protocols for businesses to prevent spread. Those
measures are paired with aggressive testing and quarantine to break the chain of transmission.

To meet the increased demand for testing and faster turnaround for results, some contracts for
additional labs will be placed on next week’s Board agenda and more in later weeks. Additionally Health
Services is seeking to increase the salary level for our lab scientists to be more successful in filling the
vacant positions so the County can perform multiple test runs per day. The Department is also seeking



to purchase more testing machines in a highly competitive market. Contra Costa is now testing above
its target of two people per thousand but still needs faster results returns. The County is working with
the state on rapid-result tests but Dr. Farnitano cautions that the results of that type of test are not as
reliable. All the partner hospitals are experiencing the same difficulties in supplies, equipment to
process the tests, and slow delivery of results. Pool testing is being examined, but each machine for that
has to be FDA approved.

Regarding treatment, there is now good evidence that there are several that are effective in treating
people with Covid-19, especially those who are hospitalized and very ill. The death rate of the infected
is dropping from 5 to 8 percent in the early days of the pandemic to between 1 to 3 percent

currently. The drug Remdesivir has shown good results but is still in very short supply. A second drug
called Dexamethazone has also shown clear benefit to those very sick with the virus and is a generic
steroid drug that has been in existence for many years. For those with very mild illness it is not
recommended. Many techniques are in use including the use of blood thinners and rotating patients
onto their stomachs to improve fluid balance.

Dr. Farnitano notes that the random trials of hydroxychloroquine have stopped. The drug is NOT
effective in treating Covid-19. No benefit has been shown from the drugs hydroxychloroquine or
Zithromycin and the side effects may be harmful.

Contra Costa County is on the state monitoring list. Schools in monitored counties are mandated to do
distance learning and not do in-classroom leaning while on the list and at least two weeks after they fall
off the list. Our local schools will be using distance learning. The state did mention they were going to
set up a waiver process where elementary schools, defined as Kindergarten through sth grade, could
potentially apply for a waiver. If that waiver had the support of the local school superintendent, the
local teachers union or teachers and parent organization and the support of the local health offer they
may be able resume in-person activity. That process is still being worked on at the state level. The state
has promised a checklist that may be available as soon as next week. Much depends on improved
testing result capability in light of possible outbreaks.

Everyone wants the children to be able to safely return to school. The best way to get the children back
in school is to slow the spread!



Contra
To:  Board of Supervisors Costa
From: Brian M. Balbas, Public Works Director/Chief Engineer Cou nty

Date: July 28,2020

Subject: APPROVE the Pleasant Hill Road Bridge over Taylor Blvd Rehabilitation Project and take related actions under
CEQA, Lafayette area.

RECOMMENDATION(S):

APPROVE the Pleasant Hill Road Bridge over Taylor Blvd Rehabilitation Project (Project) and
AUTHORIZE the Public Works Director, or designee, to advertise the Project, Lafayette area. [County
Project No. WO4086/Federal Project No. BRLS-5928(154), DCD-CP#20-07] (District 11, V)

DETERMINE the Project 1s a California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), Class 1(c) and Class 1(d)
Categorical Exemption, pursuant to Article 19, Section 15301 of the CEQA Guidelines, and

DIRECT the Director of the Department of Conservation and Development to file a Notice of Exemption
with the County Clerk, and

AUTHORIZE the Public Works Director, or designee, to arrange for payment of a $25 fee to the
Department of Conservation and Development for processing, and a $50 fee to the County Clerk for filing
the Notice of Exemption.

FISCAL IMPACT:
Estimated Project cost is $2,095,000 to be funded by 89% Highway Bridge Program Funds, and 11% Local
Road Funds.

APPROVE | | OTHER

RECOMMENDATION OF CNTY ADMINISTRATOR |:| RECOMMENDATION OF BOARD COMMITTEE

Action of Board On:  07/28/2020 APPROVED AS RECOMMENDED |:| OTHER

Clerks Notes:
VOTE OF SUPERVISORS

AYE: johp Gioia, District I Supervisor

Candace Andersen, District IT

Supervisor I hereby certify that this is a true and correct copy of an action taken and entered on the minutes of the

. R L Board of Supervisors on the date shown.
Diane Burgis, District 11T

Supervisor ATTESTED: July 28,2020

ls<aren Mitchoff, District IV David J. Twa, County Administrator and Clerk of the Board of Supervisors
Uupervisor

Federal D. Glover, District V
Supervisor

By: Stacey M. Boyd, Deputy

Contact: Laura Cremin (925)
313-2015

cc: Ave Brown - Environmental Division Manager, Laura Cremin-Environmental Services



BACKGR: D:

The purpose of this project is to rehabilitate the structurally deficient Pleasant Hill Road Overcrossing
(Bridge No. 28C-0154). The bridge is a three-span structure that was constructed in 1956. The project is
planned to occur in 2022 and take approximately five (5) months.

The project consists of replacing the bridge deck, creating a soil retaining system at the bridge
abutments, widening the shoulder, repairing the approach and departure roadway sections and repaving
them as needed, and other repairs. The soil retaining system will be built under the cantilever portions of
the abutments for erosion control to prevent the approach roadway fill from eroding from behind the
abutments. The depth of excavation will depend on the type of system selected (e.g. soil backfilling,
rock or concrete pavement slope protection, or a soil retaining wall) and can range from a few feet to 15
feet. The shoulder will be widened at the ramp from westbound Pleasant Hill Road and require grading.
The maximum depth of the associated excavation is estimated to be two (2) feet. Existing metal bridge
railings will be replaced with upgraded crash-worthy concrete railings. Standard metal beam guardrails
will be installed at the structure approaches. Vertical clearance warning signs will be installed. The
bridge deck and approach and departure roadways will be restriped.

CONSEQUENCE OF NEGATIVE ACTION:

Delay in approving the project may result in a delay of design, construction, and may jeopardize funding.

ATTACHMENTS
CEQA Document
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Contra
To:  Board of Supervisors Costa
From: Brian M. Balbas, Public Works Director/Chief Engineer Cou nty

Date: July 28,2020

Subject: ADOPT Resolution No. 2020/180 confirming Fiscal Year 2020-2021 Final Annual Report for County Service Area
L-100 and Levying the Service Charges.

RECOMMENDATION(S):
1. ACCEPT the filing of the Fiscal Year 2020-2021 Final Annual Report on service charges in County
Service Area (CSA) L-100 ("Final Annual Report"), a copy of which is attached.

2. ADOPT Resolution No. 2020/180, confirming the Final Annual Report and levying the service charges
set forth in the report.

3. DIRECT the Clerk of the Board to file certified copies of the Final Annual Report and Resolution No.
2020/180 with the County Auditor-Controller.

4. DIRECT the County Auditor-Controller to include the service charges on the tax roll for Fiscal Year
2020-2021, the service charge for each parcel to appear as a separate item on the tax bill, pursuant to
County Ordinance Code section 1012-2.614.

APPROVE | | OTHER

RECOMMENDATION OF CNTY ADMINISTRATOR |:| RECOMMENDATION OF BOARD COMMITTEE

Action of Board On:  07/28/2020 APPROVED AS RECOMMENDED |:| OTHER

Clerks Notes:
VOTE OF SUPERVISORS

AYE: T .
John Gioia, District I Supervisor I hereby certify that this is a true and correct copy of an action taken and entered on the minutes of the Board of

Candace Andersen, District II Supervisors on the date shown.
Supervisor
Diane Burgis, District III Supervisor ATTESTED: July 28,2020

Karen Mitchoff, District IV Supervisor David J. Twa, County Administrator and Clerk of the Board of Supervisors
Federal D. Glover, District V Supervisor

Contact: Jessi Duffy (925) By: Stacey M. Boyd, Deputy
313-2286

cc; Laura Strobel, County Administrator, CAO, Robert Campbell, Auditor Controller, Sharon Anderson, County Counsel, Gus Kramer, County Assessor, Brian Brown, Francisco
& Associates, Inc., Slava Gospodchikov - Engineering Services, Diana Oyler - Finance , Carl Roner- Special Districts, Rochelle Johnson - Special Districts, Jessi Duffy- Special
Districts



FISCAL IMPACT:

The levy of the annual service charges in CSA L-100 will provide revenues for the continued operation
and maintenance of street lighting services. The CSA L-100 total revenue (inclusive of ad-valorem,
service charges, and other) was $1,850,634.30 for Fiscal Year 2019-2020 and will be $1,856,883.48 for
Fiscal Year 2020-2021. In Fiscal Year 2019-2020 the basic service charge was $14.94/year per
equivalent dwelling unit for a single-family home and will remain the same for Fiscal Year 2020-2021.

BACKGR: D:
On June 16, 2020, the Board of Supervisors conducted a public hearing and adopted Resolution No.

2020/100 confirming the Fiscal Year 2020-2021 Tentative Annual Report on proposed service charges
for CSA L-100. CSA L-100 provides street lighting services.

On July 1, 2020, the County Assessor released the official assessment roll for Contra Costa County for
Fiscal Year 2020-2021. Thereafter, pursuant to Section 1012-2.612 of the County Ordinance Code, the
Public Works Director directed staff to determine whether the Tentative Annual Report required
revision to conform to the official assessment roll. Any change to an estimated basic service charge or
estimated service charge notated in the Tentative Annual Report may only be accommodated as a result
of changes in ownership, changes of address, the subdivision of an existing parcel or changes in the class
or land use of a parcel. Upon review of the official assessment roll, staff determined that revisions to the
Tentative Annual Report were required to conform to the official assessment roll. These included
changes in the use code of parcels. The Tentative Annual Report as revised is the Final Annual Report.
See Attachment 1.

The Board may confirm the Final Annual Report by resolution. Resolution No. 2020/180 serves to
confirm the Final Annual Report and constitutes the levy of the service charge for Fiscal Year
2020-2021.

CONSEQUENCE OF NEGATIVE ACTION:

If a resolution confirming the Fiscal Year 2020-2021 Final Annual Report is not adopted, service
charges for CSA L-100 would not be levied or collected in Fiscal Year 2020-2021 and street lighting
would have to be selectively eliminated throughout the County to meet decreased funding levels.

AGENDA ATTACHMENTS

Resolution No. 2020/180

Final Annual Report Fiscal Year 2020-2021 for CSA L-100
MINUTES ATTACHMENTS

Signed: Resolution No. 2020/180




THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF CONTRA COSTA COUNTY, CALIFORNIA

and for Special Districts, Agencies and Authorities Governed by the Board
Adopted this Resolution on 07/28/2020 by the following vote:

John Gioia
Candace Andersen

AYE: 5 Diane Burgis
Karen Mitchoff
Federal D. Glover

NO:

ABSENT:

ABSTAIN:

RECUSE:

Resolution No. 2020/180

IN THE MATTER OF: Confirmation of Fiscal Year 2020-2021 Final Annual Report for County Service Area L-100 and levy of
service charges (Countywide Street Lighting).

WHEREAS, the Board on June 16, 2020, adopted Resolution No. 2020/100, confirming the Fiscal Year 2020-2021 Tentative
Annual Report for County Service Area (CSA) L-100.

WHEREAS, the Public Works Director has presented to the Board a Fiscal Year 2020-2021 Final Annual Report conforming to
the County’s official assessment roll for Fiscal Year 2020-2021, pursuant to County Ordinance Code section 1012-2.612; and

WHEREAS, the Board has reviewed and hereby modifies the Final Annual Report as follows: The Final Annual Report includes
the Final Roll which lists all parcel changes to the Tentative Roll submitted in the Tentative Annual Report on June 16, 2020.
The Final Roll shows the current lists of parcels with updated use codes.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby CONFIRMS the Fiscal Year 2020-2021 Final Annual Report
for CSA L-100 as modified and DECLARES that this Resolution constitutes the levy of the service charges therein for Fiscal
Year 2020-2021.

I hereby certify that this is a true and correct copy of an action taken and entered on the minutes of the Board of Supervisors on the date shown.

ATTESTED: July 28,2020

Contact: Jessi Duffy (925) 313-2286 David J. Twa, County Administrator and Clerk of the Board of Supervisors
By: Stacey M. Boyd, Deputy

cc: Laura Strobel, County Administrator, CAO, Robert Campbell, Auditor Controller, Sharon Anderson, County Counsel, Gus Kramer, County Assessor,

Brian Brown, Francisco & Associates, Inc., Slava Gospodchikov - Engineering Services, Diana Oyler - Finance , Carl Roner- Special Districts, Rochelle
Johnson - Special Districts, Jessi Duffy- Special Districts



FINAL ANNUAL REPORT
FISCAL YEAR 2020-2021

CONTRA COSTA COUNTY SERVICE AREA L-100
(Countywide Street Lighting)

July 28, 2020

Board of Supervisors
John Gioia, District 1
Candace Andersen, District 2
Diane Burgis, District 3
Karen Mitchoff, District 4
Federal Glover, District 5

Prepared by
Contra Costa County
Public Works Department




CSA L-100 Countywide Street Lighting Final Annual Report
Fiscal Year 2020-2021

BACKGROUND INFORMATION

On October 31, 1978, the Board of Supervisors instructed the Public Works Director to develop
an alternate means to supplement ad valorem property taxes to fund street lighting in
unincorporated County Service Areas. This report recommends the levying of a street lighting
charge as provided in the County Service Area Law, Government Code, Sections 25210.1 and
following, and in accordance with Ordinance No. 79-42, adopted by the Board of Supervisors on
March 27, 1979.

County Service Area (CSA) L-100 was formed on September 10, 1986, as a dependent special
district of the County and as the consolidation of four street-lighting CSAs. The purpose for
consolidating the four CSAs into one district was to provide more efficient and cost-effective
street-lighting services throughout the County by having one new county service area with a single
management structure and operational area throughout the County and in order to more equitably
finance the cost of lighting services by a common service charge structure.

CSA L-100 provides street lighting operations and maintenance services throughout the County’s
unincorporated developed areas and pays for utility costs.




CSA L-100 Countywide Street Lighting Final Annual Report
Fiscal Year 2020-2021

CURRENT ANNUAL ADMINISTRATION

Pursuant to County Ordinance Section 1012-2.6, former County Service Area Law (California
Government Code Section 25210.77a), and current County Service Area Law (California
Government Code Section 24210.3, subd. (d)), the Tentative Annual Report has been filed with
the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors, public notice has been completed as required, and the Board
will conduct a Public Hearing and then make a determination on each estimated service charge in
the tentative report. Contra Costa Board of Supervisors reviewed the Tentative Annual Report in
accordance with Resolution No. 2020/180, on June 16, 2020, and conducted a Public Hearing in
connection with the proceedings for CSA L-100.

Upon adoption of the Final Annual Report by the Board of Supervisors, the charges contained
herein will be collected on the property tax roll of Contra Costa County in the same manner, by
the same persons, at the same time as, and together with the County's general taxes.

Legal Authority

As required by County Ordinance Section 1012-2.6, former County Service Area Law (California
Government Code Section 25210.77a), and current County Service Area Law (California
Government Code Section 24210.3, subd. (d)), the Final Annual Report includes the following
minimum information as shown in the Service Charge Roll:

A description of each parcel of real property receiving the miscellaneous extended service;
The basic service charge;

The estimated amount of the service charge for each parcel for such year; and

A parcel list identifying each parcel receiving services that allows parcel owners to find
their property on the list and determine the proposed charge.

el S

This annual report also includes an estimate of the annual costs and the method of apportionment
as additional information to allow the reader to better understand what services are being paid for,
what is the total annual cost for the services provided, and how the cost of services is spread to
each individual parcel.

Street Light Capital Project Implementation

As of late 2015, Contra Costa County has completed the conversion of County-owned standard
street lights from high-pressure sodium vapor to light-emitting diode (LED) lights.

In Fiscal Year 2020-2021, CSA L-100 plans on continuing an inspection program to assess,
identify, and replace obsolete, damaged, and leaning street light poles. CSA L-100 is also
implementing an analysis of the long-term fiscal requirements for the area so that it remains
financially stable while providing the proper levels of service.




CSA L-100 Countywide Street Lighting Final Annual Report
Fiscal Year 2020-2021

ESTIMATE OF ANNUAL COST

The Fiscal Year 2019-2020 projected and Fiscal Year 2020-2021 proposed revenues and
expenditures are shown below. A special fund has been set up for the collection of revenues and
expenditures for CSA L-100. The total cost to provide the street lighting services can be recovered
from the collection of service charges. Incidental expenses including administration, engineering
fees, legal fees, and all other costs associated with the street lighting services may also be included.

When CSA L-100 was formed, a financial analysis was performed to provide the framework for
an operating budget for the proposed street lighting operations and maintenance services.
Revenues collected from the charge shall be used only for the expenditures represented in this
report. Any balance remaining on July 1 at the end of the fiscal year must be carried over to the
next fiscal year.




CSA L-100 Countywide Street Lighting Final Annual Report
Fiscal Year 2020-2021

CSA L-100 Countywide Street Lighting FY 2019-20 FY 2020-21
Fund 240100 Org 7394 Est YE Total Budget )
Fund Balance as of June 30: $ 6,073,196.00 | $ 6,165,238.65
Revenue
Ad-valorem Revenue $ 1,039,092.92 ¢ $ 1,050,000.00
Earnings on Investment $ 190,164.00  $ 185,000.00
H/O Prop Tax Relief $ 6,989.41} $ 7,000.00
Miscellaneous State Aid $ - i3 -
Other In Lieu Taxes $ 45.05 | $ 50.00
RDA Nonprop-tax pass thru $ 45.76 | $ 50.00
Transfer CSA M-30 to CSA L-100 $ 388.44 | $ 388.44
Assessment $ 613,908.72 ; $ 614,395.04
Right of Way Use Agreement Fee/Street Light Rebate $ - i3 .
EECBG-LED Street lights from DCD $ - i3 -
TOTAL REVENUE AVAILABLE! $ 7,923,830.30:$ 8,022,122.13
Expenditures
Postage $ (20.00): $ (20.00)
Water & Electric (Utilities) $ (854,216.38) $ (900,000.00)
Publications & Legal Ntces (Bay Area News Grp) $ (200.00)} $ (200.00)
Memberships (CA Street Light Assoc) $ (1,890.00) | $ (2,000.00)
Ground Maintenance from General Services $ (20,000.00)} $ (20,000.00)
Professional /Specialized Svcs (Francisco etc.) $ (23,347.82)} $ (25,000.00)
Professional /Specialized Svcs (Fehr & Peers) $ (10,827.50)i $ (10,000.00)
Professional /Specialized Svcs (PG&E) $ - i3 -
Professional /Specialized Svcs (Harris & Assoc) $ (14,800.00)} $ (10,000.00)
Other Special Departmental Expense (PG&E) $ - i3 -
Tax & Assessment Fees $ (35,660.37)1 $ (35,000.00)
Interfund Exp - Gov/Gov (County Counsel) $ - i3 (2,000.00)
Interfund Exp - Gov/Gov (CEQA) $ (2,000.00) ¢ $ (5,000.00)
Interfund Exp - Gov/Gov (Prop Tax Admin) $ (8,000.00) | $ (8,000.00)
Interfund Exp - Gov/Gov (Investment Fees) $ (600.00); $ (600.00)
Self-Insurance $ (10,000.00)} $ (10,000.00)
Light pole Mtc Incidentals /Vandalism $ (323,605.28) $ (350,000.00)
Reimbursements - Gov/Gov (County Staff) $ (105,388.77); $ (120,000.00)
Reimbursements - Gov/Gov (Land Development) $ (6,551.17) $ -
Reimbursements - Gov/Gov (County Staff) $ - i3 -
Reimbursements - Gov/Gov (County Staff) $ (11,706.60): $ (20,000.00)
Reimbursements - Gov/Gov (County Staff) $ (320,290.25)} $ (320,000.00)
Reimbursements - Gov/Gov (County Staff) $ (1,629.04)¢ $ (3,000.00)
Reimbursements - Gov/Gov (County Staff) $ (2,427.61)} $ (3,000.00)
Reimbursements - Gov/Gov (County Staff) $ (5430.86); $ (10,000.00)
TOTAL EXPENDITURES: $ (1,758,591.65)| $ (1,853,820.00)
Capital Improvement Projects and Reserves
Capital Improvements $ (5,285942.83)| $§ (5,241,392.13)
Operating Reserves (up to 50% of Expenditures) $ (879,295.83)| $ (926,910.00)
TOTAL CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS AND RESERVES: $ (6,165,238.65) | $ (6,168,302.13)

AVAILABLE SURPLUS FOR ENSUING YEAR $ - $ -

(*) The shown Projected Fund Balance as of June 30, 2020, assumes that Operating and Future Maintenance/Capital
Improvement Reserves will not be used in FY 2020-21.

_4-
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BOUNDARY MAP

The general boundaries of the CSA are shown herein. The lines and dimensions of each parcel
within the CSA are those lines and dimensions shown on the maps of the Contra Costa County
Assessor for the year in which this report was prepared and are incorporated by reference herein
and made part of this report.

A copy of the Boundary Map is shown on the following pages.
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CSA L-100 Countywide Street Lighting Final Annual Report
Fiscal Year 2020-2021

METHOD OF APPORTIONMENT

Special vs. General Benefit

On November 5, 1996, California voters approved Proposition 218 entitled "Right to Vote On
Taxes Act" which added Articles XIIIC and XIIID to the California Constitution. While its title
refers only to taxes, Proposition 218 establishes new procedural requirements for fees, charges,
and benefit assessments.

Although the District’s annual service charges are generally collected on the property tax rolls, the
District’s service charges are not “taxes.” Service charges are distinct from the regular one percent
(1%) property tax and property tax debt override in that assessment rates are not levied on an ad
valorem basis. The service charges contained in this report are considered assessments under
Proposition 218.

Proposition 218 procedures stipulate that even if charges or benefit assessments are initially
exempt from Proposition 218, future increases in the charges or benefit assessments must comply
with the provisions of Proposition 218. However, if the future increase in the charge or benefit
assessment were anticipated in the charge or benefit assessment formula when approved by
property owners (e.g., consumer price index increases or a predetermined cap), then the future
increase in the charge or benefit assessment would be in compliance with the intent and provisions
of Proposition 218.

Proposition 218 provides that “only special benefits are assessable” and defines a special benefit
as a particular and distinct benefit conferred on real property and not a general benefit received by
the public at large. Parcels located within the boundaries of the CSA will be assessed for the
operation, maintenance, and capital replacement costs associated with street lighting
improvements as described herein, if they receive a special and direct benefit from the
improvements. Furthermore, the identification and separation of general benefits from the special
benefits follows for CSA L-100.

In the absence of the annual assessment, the street light improvements within CSA L-100 would
not be provided, therefore the enhanced public services provided within CSA L-100 confer a
special benefit on the properties within the boundaries of CSA L-100 because only the parcels
located within the boundaries of the CSA are served. Without the services, the property located
in the unincorporated area would receive no street lighting and no special benefits. Therefore, the
services in CSA L-100 are 100 percent special benefit to the parcels within the CSA.

Special benefits conferred on property within the CSA from the public street lighting
improvements include:

e Providing for safe vehicular and pedestrian access to property,

e Providing improved livability, appearance, and desirability of property within the CSA,
and

¢ Providing safety and security to property due to enhanced illumination of the property.

Properties outside of CSA L-100 do not enjoy the close proximity to the street light improvements
provided by the CSA and therefore property outside the boundaries of the CSA do not receive the
special benefits. Although these improvements may be available to the public at large, the public
street lighting within the CSA was specifically designed, located and created to provide additional
and improved public resources for the direct advantage of property inside the CSA, and not the
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public at large. The boundaries of the CSA have been narrowly drawn to include only those parcels
that receive a direct advantage from the improvements.

In addition to the special and direct benefits the property owners receive within the CSA from the
street lighting improvements, it has been determined that no general benefits are associated with
street lighting within CSA L-100. Furthermore, any benefits conferred by the street lights to the
public at large are considered to be incidental, negligible and non-quantifiable benefits. The street
light improvements described herein within this report, confer special benefits that affect the
assessed property in a way that is distinct from their effects on other parcels and which real
property in general and the public at large do not share.

Methodology
The total operation and maintenance costs for the extended public services are apportioned in

accordance with the methodology that is consistent with standard practices.

The proper functioning of street lighting is imperative for the welfare and safety of the property
owners throughout the County. Proper operation, maintenance, and servicing of a street-lighting
system benefits properties by providing increased illumination for ingress and egress, safety for
traveling at night, improved security, protection of property and the reduction of traffic accidents.

The degree of benefit is determined by the use of each individual parcel, the intensity of
illumination provided, the number of pedestrians generated, and the enhanced security during
hours of darkness. The method for distributing the costs to each parcel is based on the Equivalent
Dwelling Unit (EDU) factor. The single-family residential parcel is considered one unit of benefit
(1.00 EDU). All other land uses have been analyzed to determine a benefit they receive from the
intensity of illumination provided, the number of pedestrians generated by their property and the
enhanced security to their property during hours of darkness.

The single-family residential parcel has been selected as the basic unit for the calculation of
assessment since it represents approximately 72 percent of the parcels within the County.
Therefore, the single-family residential parcel is defined as one Equivalent Dwelling Unit (EDU).
The methodology used to assign EDUs to the land uses in proportion to the benefit they receive
relative to the single family residential parcel is based on the intensity of the street lighting
illumination adjacent to the parcel, the amount of pedestrian traffic generated from the parcel, and
the security received from the street lighting to the parcel.

Rate
See Table 1 on the following page for Fiscal Year 2020-2021 Typical Street Lighting Service
Charge Rates.
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TABLE1 - TYPICAL SERVICE CHARGE RATES FY 2020-21

FY 2020-21
Land Use Number of | Number of | Charge per | FY 2020-21
Units EDU's EDU Charge
Single Family L00 L.00 $14.94 $14.94
Condominiums 100 0.50 314.94 §7.47
10 unit Apartment 10.00 5.00 $14.94 $74.70
30 unit Apartment 30.00 7.00 314,94 3104.58
Commercial N/A 5.00 $14.94 $74.70
Industrial Building N/A 5.00 $14.94 $74.70
Church N/A 5.00 $14.94 $74.70
Vacant Land N/A 0.30 314.94 $7.47

For a detailed description of the Equivalent Dwelling Unit factors by land use, see Table 2 on the

following page.
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Table 2 - Recommended Street Lighting EDU's by County Use Code
Total
County Use EDU
Class Code Intensity | Pedestrian | Security | (Factor)
11, 12, 13, 14,
1 A. Single Dwelling Unit 19, 61 0.250 0.500 0.250 1.000
B. Condominium 16, 29 0.250 0.125 0.125 0.500
2 Multiple Dwelling Units
A. Two 21 0.250 1.250 0.500 2.000
B. Three 22,24 0.250 2.250 0.500 3.000
C. Four 23 0.500 3.000 0.500 4.000
D. 5-12 25 0.500 3.500 1.000 5.000
E. 13-24 26 0.750 4.000 1.250 6.000
F. 25-59 27 0.750 4.500 1.750 7.000
G. 60 or more 28 1.000 5.000 2.000 8.000
3 Commercial
A. Commercial Stores 31 1.000 3.000 1.000 5.000
B. Small Grocery 32 1.000 3.000 1.000 5.000
C. Office Building 33 1.000 3.000 1.000 5.000
D. Medical, Dental 34 1.000 3.000 1.000 5.000
E. Service Stations 35 1.000 3.000 1.000 5.000
F. Garages 36 1.000 3.000 1.000 5.000
G. Recreational Clubs 37 1.000 3.000 1.000 5.000
H. Golf Courses 38 1.000 3.000 1.000 5.000
I. Bowling Alleys 39 1.000 3.000 1.000 5.000
J. Boat Harbors 40 1.000 3.000 1.000 5.000
K. Supermarkets 41 1.000 3.000 1.000 5.000
L. Shopping Centers 42 1.000 3.000 1.000 5.000
M. Financial Buildings 43 1.000 3.000 1.000 5.000
N. Motels, Mob. Home Parks (44 1.000 3.000 1.000 5.000
O. Theaters 45 1.000 3.000 1.000 5.000
P. Drive-In Restaurants 46 1.000 3.000 1.000 5.000
Q. Restaurants — Walk in 47 1.000 3.000 1.000 5.000
R. Multiple Commercial 48 1.000 3.000 1.000 5.000
S. Auto Agencies 49 1.000 3.000 1.000 5.000
4 Industrial 50 thru 56 1.000 3.000 1.000 5.000
5 Institutional
A. Convalescent Hospital 70 1.000 3.000 1.000 5.000
B. Churches 71 1.000 3.000 1.000 5.000
C. Cemeteries, Mortuary 74 1.000 3.000 1.000 5.000
D. Fraternal & Service Org. |75 1.000 3.000 1.000 5.000
6 Miscellaneous Property
15,17 18, 20,
30, 60, 62 thru
A. Vacant Land 69 0.000 0.250 0.250 0.500
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SERVICE CHARGE ROLL

A list, which shows those parcels to be charged for Fiscal Year 2020-2021, including a description
of each parcel to be charged is shown on the following pages.
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Assessor's FY20-21 Assessor's FY20-21 Assessor's FY20-21
Parcel Property Service Parcel Property Service Parcel Property Service
Number Class Charge Number Class Charge Number Class Charge
002-040-012 SFR $14.94 002-082-001 SFR $14.94 002-122-010 SFR $14.94
002-040-043 SFR $14.94 002-082-002 COM $74.70 002-122-012 MFR2 $29.88
002-040-044  VSFR $7.46 002-082-003 VCOM $7.46 002-122-013 SFR $14.94
002-040-045 SFR $14.94 002-083-001 SFR $14.94 002-122-014 SFR $14.94
002-040-064 MISC $7.46 002-083-002 SFR $14.94 002-122-017 SFR $14.94
002-040-065 MISC $7.46 002-083-004 SFR $14.94 002-122-018 SFR $14.94
002-040-066 MISC $7.46 002-083-005 SFR $14.94 002-122-019 SFR $14.94
002-050-001 VSEFR $7.46 002-083-006 SFR $14.94 002-122-022 SFR $14.94
002-050-002 SFR $14.94 002-083-007 SFR $14.94 002-122-023 SFR $14.94
002-050-005 SFR $14.94 002-083-008 COM $74.70 002-140-001 SFR $14.94
002-050-006 SFR $14.94 002-083-009 VSFR $7.46 002-140-002 SFR $14.94
002-050-008 SFR $14.94 002-083-010 VSFR $7.46 002-140-006 SFR $14.94
002-050-009 SFR $14.94 002-083-011 SFR $14.94 002-140-010 COM $74.70
002-050-010 SFR $14.94 002-083-012 VSFR $7.46 002-140-011 SFR $14.94
002-050-011 SFR $14.94 002-083-013 SFR $14.94 002-140-012 SFR $14.94
002-050-012 SFR $14.94 002-083-014 SFR $14.94 002-140-013 SFR $14.94
002-050-013 SFR $14.94 002-083-015 SFR $14.94 002-140-016 SFR $14.94
002-060-001 SFR $14.94 002-090-004 VCOM $7.46 002-140-019 SFR $14.94
002-060-003 SFR $14.94 002-090-009 SFR $14.94 002-140-020 SFR $14.94
002-060-006 SFR $14.94 002-090-012 COM $74.70 002-140-021 SFR $14.94
002-060-008 SFR $14.94 002-090-016 COM $74.70 002-140-022 SFR $14.94
002-060-009 SFR $14.94 002-090-017 COM $74.70 002-140-023 SFR $14.94
002-060-010 SFR $14.94 002-101-001 MFR $44.82 002-140-024 SFR $14.94
002-060-011 SFR $14.94 002-101-004 SFR $14.94 002-140-025 VSFR $7.46
002-060-012 SFR $14.94 002-101-005 SFR $14.94 002-140-026 SFR $14.94
002-060-013 SFR $14.94 002-101-006 SFR $14.94 002-140-027 SFR $14.94
002-060-014 SFR $14.94 002-101-007 SFR $14.94 002-150-007 SFR $14.94
002-060-015 SFR $14.94 002-102-004 VCOM $7.46 002-150-009 SFR $14.94
002-060-020 SFR $14.94 002-102-005 VCOM $7.46 002-150-010 VSEFR $7.46
002-060-021 SFR $14.94 002-102-006 COM $74.70 002-150-015 SFR $14.94
002-060-022 SFR $14.94 002-102-007 COM $74.70 002-150-016 SFR $14.94
002-060-023 SFR $14.94 002-102-013 SFR $14.94 002-150-018 SFR $14.94
002-060-024 VSEFR $7.46 002-102-015 SFR $14.94 002-150-020 SFR $14.94
002-060-025 SFR $14.94 002-102-016 VCOM $7.46 002-150-021 SFR $14.94
002-060-026 SFR $14.94 002-102-018 COM $74.70 002-150-022 SFR $14.94
002-060-027 SFR $14.94 002-110-002 SFR $14.94 002-260-002 IND $74.70
002-060-028 SFR $14.94 002-110-003 SFR $14.94 003-110-003 SFR $14.94
002-070-001 SFR $14.94 002-110-004 SFR $14.94 003-110-004 SFR $14.94
002-070-006 SFR $14.94 002-110-005 SFR $14.94 003-110-005 SFR $14.94
002-070-008 SFR $14.94 002-110-007 VSER $7.46 003-110-006 MISC $7.46
002-070-010 SFR $14.94 002-110-011 SFR $14.94 003-110-009 MEFR2 $29.88
002-070-013 SFR $14.94 002-110-012 SFR $14.94 003-110-012 COM $74.70
002-070-014 SFR $14.94 002-110-013 COM $74.70 003-110-013 COM $74.70
002-070-018 SFR $14.94 002-110-014 IND $74.70 003-120-007 SFR $14.94
002-070-019 SFR $14.94 002-110-015 SFR $14.94 003-140-009 INST $74.70
002-070-020 SFR $14.94 002-110-018 SFR $14.94 003-140-010 MISC $7.46
002-070-021 SFR $14.94 002-110-019 SFR $14.94 003-140-011 INST $74.70
002-070-024 SFR $14.94 002-122-002 SFR $14.94 003-140-012 MISC $7.46
002-070-025 SFR $14.94 002-122-003 SFR $14.94 011-120-024 COM $74.70
002-081-001 SEFR $14.94 002-122-004 SFR $14.94 011-220-039 VCOM $7.46
002-081-002 COM $74.70 002-122-005 SFR $14.94 011-291-002 SFR $14.94
002-081-003 SFR $14.94 002-122-006 SFR $14.94 011-291-003 SFR $14.94
N:\$PROJ\CONTRA\CSAL-100\FY20-21\FOXPRO\froll_csa 1-100.frx - L1002021f.dbf 06/15/20
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Assessor's FY20-21 Assessor's FY20-21 Assessor's FY20-21
Parcel Property Service Parcel Property Service Parcel Property Service
Number Class Charge Number Class Charge Number Class Charge
011-291-004 SFR $14.94 011-291-057 SFR $14.94 011-316-003 SFR $14.94
011-291-005 SFR $14.94 011-291-058 SFR $14.94 011-316-004 SFR $14.94
011-291-006 SFR $14.94 011-291-059 SFR $14.94 011-316-005 SFR $14.94
011-291-007 SFR $14.94 011-291-060 SFR $14.94 011-316-006 SFR $14.94
011-291-008 SFR $14.94 011-291-061 SFR $14.94 011-316-007 SFR $14.94
011-291-009 SFR $14.94 011-291-062 SFR $14.94 011-316-008 SFR $14.94
011-291-010 SFR $14.94 011-291-063 SFR $14.94 011-316-009 SFR $14.94
011-291-011 SFR $14.94 011-291-064 SFR $14.94 011-316-010 SFR $14.94
011-291-012 SFR $14.94 011-291-066 SFR $14.94 011-316-011 SFR $14.94
011-291-013 SFR $14.94 011-302-001 SFR $14.94 011-316-012 SFR $14.94
011-291-014 SFR $14.94 011-302-002 SFR $14.94 011-316-013 SFR $14.94
011-291-015 SFR $14.94 011-302-003 SFR $14.94 011-316-014 SFR $14.94
011-291-017 SFR $14.94 011-302-004 SFR $14.94 011-316-015 SFR $14.94
011-291-018 SFR $14.94 011-302-005 SFR $14.94 011-316-016 SFR $14.94
011-291-019 SFR $14.94 011-302-006 SFR $14.94 011-316-017 SFR $14.94
011-291-020 SFR $14.94 011-302-007 SFR $14.94 011-316-018 SFR $14.94
011-291-021 SFR $14.94 011-302-008 SFR $14.94 011-316-019 SFR $14.94
011-291-022 SFR $14.94 011-302-009 SFR $14.94 011-316-020 SFR $14.94
011-291-023 SFR $14.94 011-302-010 SFR $14.94 011-316-021 SFR $14.94
011-291-024 SFR $14.94 011-302-011 SFR $14.94 011-316-022 SFR $14.94
011-291-025 SFR $14.94 011-302-012 SFR $14.94 011-316-023 SFR $14.94
011-291-026 SFR $14.94 011-302-013 SFR $14.94 011-316-024 SFR $14.94
011-291-027 SFR $14.94 011-302-014 SFR $14.94 011-316-025 SFR $14.94
011-291-028 SFR $14.94 011-302-015 SFR $14.94 011-316-026 SFR $14.94
011-291-029 SFR $14.94 011-302-016 SFR $14.94 011-316-027 SFR $14.94
011-291-030 SFR $14.94 011-302-017 SFR $14.94 011-316-028 SFR $14.94
011-291-031 SFR $14.94 011-302-018 SFR $14.94 011-316-029 SFR $14.94
011-291-032 SFR $14.94 011-302-019 SFR $14.94 011-316-030 SFR $14.94
011-291-033 SFR $14.94 011-302-020 SFR $14.94 011-316-031 SFR $14.94
011-291-034 SFR $14.94 011-302-021 SFR $14.94 011-316-032 SFR $14.94
011-291-035 SFR $14.94 011-302-022 SFR $14.94 011-316-033 SFR $14.94
011-291-036 SFR $14.94 011-302-023 SFR $14.94 011-316-034 SFR $14.94
011-291-037 SFR $14.94 011-302-024 SFR $14.94 011-316-035 SFR $14.94
011-291-038 SFR $14.94 011-302-025 SFR $14.94 011-316-036 SFR $14.94
011-291-039 SFR $14.94 011-302-026 SFR $14.94 011-316-037 SFR $14.94
011-291-040 SFR $14.94 011-302-027 SFR $14.94 011-316-038 SFR $14.94
011-291-041 SFR $14.94 011-302-028 SFR $14.94 011-316-039 SFR $14.94
011-291-042 SFR $14.94 011-302-029 SFR $14.94 011-316-040 SFR $14.94
011-291-043 SFR $14.94 011-302-030 SFR $14.94 011-316-041 SFR $14.94
011-291-044 SFR $14.94 011-302-031 SFR $14.94 011-316-042 SFR $14.94
011-291-045 SFR $14.94 011-302-032 SFR $14.94 011-323-001 SFR $14.94
011-291-046 SFR $14.94 011-302-033 SFR $14.94 011-323-002 SFR $14.94
011-291-047 SFR $14.94 011-302-034 SFR $14.94 011-323-003 SFR $14.94
011-291-048 SFR $14.94 011-302-035 SFR $14.94 011-323-004 SFR $14.94
011-291-049 SFR $14.94 011-302-036 SFR $14.94 011-323-005 SFR $14.94
011-291-050 SFR $14.94 011-302-037 SFR $14.94 011-323-006 SFR $14.94
011-291-051 SFR $14.94 011-302-038 SFR $14.94 011-323-007 SFR $14.94
011-291-052 SFR $14.94 011-302-039 SFR $14.94 011-323-008 SFR $14.94
011-291-053 SFR $14.94 011-302-040 SFR $14.94 011-323-009 SFR $14.94
011-291-054 SFR $14.94 011-302-041 SFR $14.94 011-323-010 SFR $14.94
011-291-055 SFR $14.94 011-316-001 SFR $14.94 011-323-011 SFR $14.94
011-291-056 SFR $14.94 011-316-002 SFR $14.94 011-323-012 SFR $14.94
N:\$PROJ\CONTRA\CSAL-100\FY20-21\FOXPRO\froll_csa 1-100.frx - L1002021f.dbf 06/15/20
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Assessor's FY20-21 Assessor's FY20-21 Assessor's FY20-21
Parcel Property Service Parcel Property Service Parcel Property Service
Number Class Charge Number Class Charge Number Class Charge
011-323-013 SFR $14.94 011-331-001 SFR $14.94 011-331-053 SFR $14.94
011-323-014 SFR $14.94 011-331-002 SFR $14.94 011-331-054 SFR $14.94
011-323-015 SFR $14.94 011-331-003 SFR $14.94 011-331-055 SFR $14.94
011-323-016 SFR $14.94 011-331-004 SFR $14.94 011-331-056 SFR $14.94
011-323-017 SFR $14.94 011-331-005 SFR $14.94 011-331-057 SFR $14.94
011-323-018 SFR $14.94 011-331-006 SFR $14.94 011-331-058 SFR $14.94
011-323-019 SFR $14.94 011-331-007 SFR $14.94 011-331-059 SFR $14.94
011-323-020 SFR $14.94 011-331-008 SFR $14.94 011-331-060 SFR $14.94
011-323-021 SFR $14.94 011-331-009 SFR $14.94 011-331-061 SFR $14.94
011-323-022 SFR $14.94 011-331-010 SFR $14.94 011-331-062 SFR $14.94
011-323-023 SFR $14.94 011-331-011 SFR $14.94 011-331-063 SFR $14.94
011-323-024 SFR $14.94 011-331-012 SFR $14.94 011-331-064 SFR $14.94
011-323-025 SFR $14.94 011-331-013 SFR $14.94 011-331-065 SFR $14.94
011-323-026 SFR $14.94 011-331-014 SFR $14.94 011-331-066 SFR $14.94
011-323-027 SFR $14.94 011-331-015 SFR $14.94 011-331-067 SFR $14.94
011-323-028 SFR $14.94 011-331-016 SFR $14.94 011-331-068 SFR $14.94
011-323-029 SFR $14.94 011-331-017 SFR $14.94 011-331-069 SFR $14.94
011-323-030 SFR $14.94 011-331-018 SFR $14.94 011-331-070 SFR $14.94
011-323-031 SFR $14.94 011-331-019 SFR $14.94 011-331-071 SFR $14.94
011-323-032 SFR $14.94 011-331-020 SFR $14.94 011-331-072 SFR $14.94
011-323-033 SFR $14.94 011-331-021 SFR $14.94 011-331-073 SFR $14.94
011-323-034 SFR $14.94 011-331-022 SFR $14.94 011-331-074 SFR $14.94
011-323-035 SFR $14.94 011-331-023 SFR $14.94 011-331-075 SFR $14.94
011-323-036 SFR $14.94 011-331-024 SFR $14.94 011-331-076 SFR $14.94
011-323-037 SFR $14.94 011-331-025 SFR $14.94 011-331-077 SFR $14.94
011-323-038 SFR $14.94 011-331-026 SFR $14.94 011-331-078 SFR $14.94
011-323-039 SFR $14.94 011-331-027 SFR $14.94 011-331-079 SFR $14.94
011-323-040 SFR $14.94 011-331-028 SFR $14.94 011-331-080 SFR $14.94
011-323-041 SFR $14.94 011-331-029 SFR $14.94 011-331-081 SFR $14.94
011-323-042 SFR $14.94 011-331-030 SFR $14.94 011-331-082 SFR $14.94
011-323-043 SFR $14.94 011-331-031 SFR $14.94 011-331-083 SFR $14.94
011-323-044 SFR $14.94 011-331-032 SFR $14.94 011-331-084 SFR $14.94
011-323-045 SFR $14.94 011-331-033 SFR $14.94 011-331-085 SFR $14.94
011-323-046 SFR $14.94 011-331-034 SFR $14.94 011-331-086 SFR $14.94
011-323-047 SFR $14.94 011-331-035 SFR $14.94 011-331-087 SFR $14.94
011-323-048 SFR $14.94 011-331-036 SFR $14.94 011-331-088 SFR $14.94
011-323-049 SFR $14.94 011-331-037 SFR $14.94 011-331-089 SFR $14.94
011-323-050 SFR $14.94 011-331-038 SFR $14.94 011-331-090 SFR $14.94
011-323-051 SFR $14.94 011-331-039 SFR $14.94 011-331-091 SFR $14.94
011-323-052 SFR $14.94 011-331-040 SFR $14.94 011-331-092 SFR $14.94
011-323-053 SFR $14.94 011-331-041 SFR $14.94 011-331-093 SFR $14.94
011-323-054 SFR $14.94 011-331-042 SFR $14.94 011-331-094 SFR $14.94
011-323-055 SFR $14.94 011-331-043 SFR $14.94 011-331-095 SFR $14.94
011-323-056 SFR $14.94 011-331-044 SFR $14.94 011-331-096 SFR $14.94
011-323-057 SFR $14.94 011-331-045 SFR $14.94 011-331-097 SFR $14.94
011-323-058 SFR $14.94 011-331-046 SFR $14.94 011-340-001 SFR $14.94
011-323-059 SFR $14.94 011-331-047 SFR $14.94 011-340-002 SFR $14.94
011-323-060 SFR $14.94 011-331-048 SFR $14.94 011-340-003 SFR $14.94
011-323-061 SFR $14.94 011-331-049 SFR $14.94 011-340-004 SFR $14.94
011-323-062 SFR $14.94 011-331-050 SFR $14.94 011-340-005 SFR $14.94
011-323-063 SFR $14.94 011-331-051 SFR $14.94 011-340-006 SFR $14.94
011-323-064 SFR $14.94 011-331-052 SFR $14.94 011-340-007 SFR $14.94
N:\$PROJ\CONTRA\CSAL-100\FY20-21\FOXPRO\froll_csa 1-100.frx - L1002021f.dbf 06/15/20
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CSA L-100 Countywide Street Lighting Final Annual Report

Fiscal Year 2020-21
Assessor's FY20-21 Assessor's FY20-21 Assessor's FY20-21
Parcel Property Service Parcel Property Service Parcel Property Service
Number Class Charge Number Class Charge Number Class Charge
011-340-008 SFR $14.94 011-340-060 SFR $14.94 011-360-039 SFR $14.94
011-340-009 SFR $14.94 011-340-061 SFR $14.94 011-360-040 SFR $14.94
011-340-010 SFR $14.94 011-340-062 SFR $14.94 011-360-041 SFR $14.94
011-340-011 SFR $14.94 011-340-063 SFR $14.94 011-360-042 SFR $14.94
011-340-012 SFR $14.94 011-340-064 SFR $14.94 011-360-043 SFR $14.94
011-340-013 SFR $14.94 011-340-065 SFR $14.94 011-360-044 SFR $14.94
011-340-014 SFR $14.94 011-340-069 SFR $14.94 011-360-045 SFR $14.94
011-340-015 SFR $14.94 011-340-070 SFR $14.94 011-360-046 SFR $14.94
011-340-016 SFR $14.94 011-340-071 SFR $14.94 011-360-047 SFR $14.94
011-340-017 SFR $14.94 011-340-072 SFR $14.94 011-360-048 SFR $14.94
011-340-018 SFR $14.94 011-340-073 SFR $14.94 011-360-049 SFR $14.94
011-340-019 SFR $14.94 011-340-074 SFR $14.94 011-360-050 SFR $14.94
011-340-020 SFR $14.94 011-340-075 SFR $14.94 011-360-051 SFR $14.94
011-340-021 SFR $14.94 011-350-009 VSFR $7.46 011-360-052 SFR $14.94
011-340-022 SFR $14.94 011-360-001 SFR $14.94 011-360-053 SFR $14.94
011-340-023 SFR $14.94 011-360-002 SFR $14.94 011-360-054 SFR $14.94
011-340-024 SFR $14.94 011-360-003 SFR $14.94 011-360-055 SFR $14.94
011-340-025 SFR $14.94 011-360-004 SFR $14.94 011-360-056 SFR $14.94
011-340-026 SFR $14.94 011-360-005 SFR $14.94 011-360-057 SFR $14.94
011-340-027 SFR $14.94 011-360-006 SFR $14.94 011-370-001 SFR $14.94
011-340-028 SFR $14.94 011-360-007 SFR $14.94 011-370-002 SFR $14.94
011-340-029 SFR $14.94 011-360-008 SFR $14.94 011-370-003 SFR $14.94
011-340-030 SFR $14.94 011-360-009 SFR $14.94 011-370-004 SFR $14.94
011-340-031 SFR $14.94 011-360-010 SFR $14.94 011-370-005 SFR $14.94
011-340-032 SFR $14.94 011-360-011 SFR $14.94 011-370-006 SFR $14.94
011-340-033 SFR $14.94 011-360-012 SFR $14.94 011-370-007 SFR $14.94
011-340-034 SFR $14.94 011-360-013 SFR $14.94 011-370-008 SFR $14.94
011-340-035 SFR $14.94 011-360-014 SFR $14.94 011-370-009 SFR $14.94
011-340-036 SFR $14.94 011-360-015 SFR $14.94 011-370-010 SFR $14.94
011-340-037 SFR $14.94 011-360-016 SFR $14.94 011-370-011 SFR $14.94
011-340-038 SFR $14.94 011-360-017 SFR $14.94 011-370-012 SFR $14.94
011-340-039 SFR $14.94 011-360-018 SFR $14.94 011-370-013 SFR $14.94
011-340-040 SFR $14.94 011-360-019 SFR $14.94 011-370-014 SFR $14.94
011-340-041 SFR $14.94 011-360-020 SFR $14.94 011-370-015 SFR $14.94
011-340-042 SFR $14.94 011-360-021 SFR $14.94 011-370-016 SFR $14.94
011-340-043 SFR $14.94 011-360-022 SFR $14.94 011-370-017 SFR $14.94
011-340-044 SFR $14.94 011-360-023 SFR $14.94 011-370-018 SFR $14.94
011-340-045 SFR $14.94 011-360-024 SFR $14.94 011-370-019 SFR $14.94
011-340-046 SFR $14.94 011-360-025 SFR $14.94 011-370-020 SFR $14.94
011-340-047 SFR $14.94 011-360-026 SFR $14.94 011-370-021 SFR $14.94
011-340-048 SFR $14.94 011-360-027 SFR $14.94 011-370-022 SFR $14.94
011-340-049 SFR $14.94 011-360-028 SFR $14.94 011-370-023 SFR $14.94
011-340-050 SFR $14.94 011-360-029 SFR $14.94 011-370-024 SFR $14.94
011-340-051 SFR $14.94 011-360-030 SFR $14.94 011-370-025 SFR $14.94
011-340-052 SFR $14.94 011-360-031 SFR $14.94 011-370-026 SFR $14.94
011-340-053 SFR $14.94 011-360-032 SFR $14.94 011-370-027 SFR $14.94
011-340-054 SFR $14.94 011-360-033 SFR $14.94 011-370-028 SER $14.94
011-340-055 SFR $14.94 011-360-034 SFR $14.94 011-370-029 SFR $14.94
011-340-056 SFR $14.94 011-360-035 SFR $14.94 011-370-030 SFR $14.94
011-340-057 SFR $14.94 011-360-036 SFR $14.94 011-370-031 SFR $14.94
011-340-058 SFR $14.94 011-360-037 SFR $14.94 011-370-032 SFR $14.94
011-340-059 SFR $14.94 011-360-038 SFR $14.94 011-370-033 SFR $14.94
N:\$PROJ\CONTRA\CSAL-100\FY20-21\FOXPRO\froll_csa 1-100.frx - L1002021f.dbf 06/15/20

- 19-



CSA L-100 Countywide Street Lighting Final Annual Report

Fiscal Year 2020-21
Assessor's FY20-21 Assessor's FY20-21 Assessor's FY20-21
Parcel Property Service Parcel Property Service Parcel Property Service
Number Class Charge Number Class Charge Number Class Charge
011-370-034 SFR $14.94 011-381-009 SFR $14.94 011-390-003 SFR $14.94
011-370-035 SFR $14.94 011-381-010 SFR $14.94 011-390-004 SFR $14.94
011-370-036 SFR $14.94 011-381-011 SFR $14.94 011-390-005 SFR $14.94
011-370-037 SFR $14.94 011-381-012 SFR $14.94 011-390-006 SFR $14.94
011-370-038 SFR $14.94 011-381-013 SFR $14.94 011-390-007 SFR $14.94
011-370-039 SFR $14.94 011-381-014 SFR $14.94 011-390-008 SFR $14.94
011-370-040 SFR $14.94 011-381-015 SFR $14.94 011-390-009 SFR $14.94
011-370-041 SFR $14.94 011-381-016 SFR $14.94 011-390-010 SFR $14.94
011-370-042 SFR $14.94 011-381-017 SFR $14.94 011-390-011 SFR $14.94
011-370-043 SFR $14.94 011-381-018 SFR $14.94 011-390-012 SFR $14.94
011-370-044 SFR $14.94 011-381-019 SFR $14.94 011-390-013 SFR $14.94
011-370-045 SFR $14.94 011-381-020 SFR $14.94 011-390-014 SFR $14.94
011-370-046 SFR $14.94 011-381-021 SFR $14.94 011-390-015 SFR $14.94
011-370-047 SEFR $14.94 011-381-022 SFR $14.94 011-390-016 SFR $14.94
011-370-048 SFR $14.94 011-381-023 SFR $14.94 011-390-017 SFR $14.94
011-370-049 SFR $14.94 011-381-024 SFR $14.94 011-390-018 SFR $14.94
011-370-050 SFR $14.94 011-381-025 SFR $14.94 011-390-019 SFR $14.94
011-370-051 SFR $14.94 011-381-026 SFR $14.94 011-390-020 SFR $14.94
011-370-052 SFR $14.94 011-381-027 SFR $14.94 011-390-021 SFR $14.94
011-370-053 SFR $14.94 011-381-028 SFR $14.94 011-390-022 SFR $14.94
011-370-054 SFR $14.94 011-381-029 SFR $14.94 011-390-023 SFR $14.94
011-370-055 SFR $14.94 011-381-030 SFR $14.94 011-390-024 SFR $14.94
011-370-056 SFR $14.94 011-381-031 SFR $14.94 011-390-025 SFR $14.94
011-370-057 SFR $14.94 011-381-032 SFR $14.94 011-390-026 SFR $14.94
011-370-058 SFR $14.94 011-381-033 SFR $14.94 011-390-027 SFR $14.94
011-370-059 SFR $14.94 011-381-034 SFR $14.94 011-390-028 SFR $14.94
011-370-060 SFR $14.94 011-381-035 SFR $14.94 011-390-029 SFR $14.94
011-370-061 SFR $14.94 011-381-036 SFR $14.94 011-390-030 SFR $14.94
011-370-062 SFR $14.94 011-381-037 SFR $14.94 011-390-031 SFR $14.94
011-370-063 SFR $14.94 011-381-038 SFR $14.94 011-390-032 SFR $14.94
011-370-064 SFR $14.94 011-381-039 SFR $14.94 011-390-033 SFR $14.94
011-370-065 SFR $14.94 011-381-040 SFR $14.94 011-390-034 SFR $14.94
011-370-066 SFR $14.94 011-381-041 SFR $14.94 011-390-035 SFR $14.94
011-370-067 SFR $14.94 011-381-042 SFR $14.94 011-390-036 SFR $14.94
011-370-068 SFR $14.94 011-381-043 SFR $14.94 011-390-037 SFR $14.94
011-370-069 SFR $14.94 011-381-044 SFR $14.94 011-390-038 SER $14.94
011-370-070 SFR $14.94 011-381-045 SFR $14.94 011-390-039 SFR $14.94
011-370-071 SFR $14.94 011-381-046 SFR $14.94 011-390-040 SFR $14.94
011-370-072 SFR $14.94 011-381-047 SFR $14.94 011-390-041 SER $14.94
011-370-073 SEFR $14.94 011-381-048 SFR $14.94 011-390-042 SFR $14.94
011-370-074 SFR $14.94 011-381-049 SFR $14.94 011-390-043 SFR $14.94
011-370-075 SFR $14.94 011-381-050 SFR $14.94 011-390-044 SFR $14.94
011-370-076 SFR $14.94 011-381-051 SFR $14.94 011-390-045 SFR $14.94
011-370-077 SFR $14.94 011-381-052 SFR $14.94 011-390-046 SFR $14.94
011-381-001 SFR $14.94 011-381-053 SFR $14.94 011-390-047 SFR $14.94
011-381-002 SFR $14.94 011-381-054 SFR $14.94 011-390-048 SFR $14.94
011-381-003 SFR $14.94 011-381-055 SFR $14.94 011-390-049 SFR $14.94
011-381-004 SEFR $14.94 011-381-056 SFR $14.94 011-390-050 SFR $14.94
011-381-005 SFR $14.94 011-381-057 SFR $14.94 011-390-051 SFR $14.94
011-381-006 SFR $14.94 011-381-058 SFR $14.94 011-390-052 SFR $14.94
011-381-007 SFR $14.94 011-390-001 SFR $14.94 011-390-053 SFR $14.94
011-381-008 SFR $14.94 011-390-002 SFR $14.94 011-390-054 SFR $14.94
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CSA L-100 Countywide Street Lighting Final Annual Report

Fiscal Year 2020-21
Assessor's FY20-21 Assessor's FY20-21 Assessor's FY20-21
Parcel Property Service Parcel Property Service Parcel Property Service
Number Class Charge Number Class Charge Number Class Charge
011-390-055 SFR $14.94 011-400-036 SFR $14.94 011-400-088 SFR $14.94
011-390-056 SFR $14.94 011-400-037 SFR $14.94 011-400-089 SFR $14.94
011-390-057 SFR $14.94 011-400-038 SFR $14.94 011-400-090 SFR $14.94
011-390-058 SFR $14.94 011-400-039 SFR $14.94 011-400-091 SFR $14.94
011-390-059 SFR $14.94 011-400-040 SFR $14.94 011-400-092 SFR $14.94
011-390-060 SFR $14.94 011-400-041 SFR $14.94 011-400-093 SFR $14.94
011-390-061 SFR $14.94 011-400-042 SFR $14.94 011-400-094 SFR $14.94
011-390-062 SFR $14.94 011-400-043 SFR $14.94 011-400-095 SFR $14.94
011-390-063 SFR $14.94 011-400-044 SFR $14.94 011-400-096 SFR $14.94
011-390-064 SFR $14.94 011-400-045 SFR $14.94 011-400-097 SFR $14.94
011-390-065 SFR $14.94 011-400-046 SFR $14.94 011-400-098 SFR $14.94
011-390-066 S